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igests of Recent Opinions 





pEAL—While as a general rule 
se Supreme Court will not 
hear a point not raised in the 
ippellate Division, it will hear 
ad decide that point where 
-has been fully presented and 
uld be raised in the trial 
urt on the remand ordered 
the Appellate Division. 


SRVANT—In aetion ‘against 
employee and employer based 
viely on negligence of em- 
sjoyee, verdict exonerating 
ployee exonerates employer. 


SDICTS JUDGMENTS 
‘aihere issues of negligence and 
ntributory negligence’ are 
ubmitted to jury, general ver- 
tand judgment for defend- 
mt is deemed a finding for 
4:fendant on both issues. 


§ JUDICATA—NEGLIGENCE 
-MASTER AND SERVANT— 
judgment of contributory neg- 
gence in action against em- 





















Mane 
-1,NJj qhovee is bar to action against 
44 ployer based on same event 
pgested from an opinion by 
nan, J. rendered Oct. 11, 
ttorney S preme Court. Kelley v. 
CO rtiss and Newark. For respon- 
. hn A. Laird ‘(Green- 
R THE & Greenstone of counsel 
ellant—Vincent P. Torp 
p.aintiffs sued for injuries sus- 
-_ d by Mrs. Kelley when a 
which had been left 
1g red and unattended in a 
aves ting lot driveway, kicked Mr 
she w alked ay after 
1ION he horse Cal 4 I 
ers been assigned to police 
wark r Curtiss by the f 
et 2-MBeark and had been left 


ss. An involuntary 
S granted to the 
d of plaintiff's case a 
returned a verdict 
suse in favor of Cu 
nulis appealed both judg- 

















out abandoned the appeal 

Curtiss. The Appellate Di- 

{ the proofs re 

to present a iry 

s to active wrongdoing 

1 in by the City and 

nd remanded for a 
against the 


City. The 
t iined narti witha 





+ 


I lt urges a propo. S1tiON 





need below, namely, 

final judgment in favor 

is a complete bar to 

:RTY ry against it. laintiffs 

agai fully briefed and 
- F.2d this point 





> asserted bar 
gment is a plea 
an affirmative de- 
Pleaded as such or 
motion. The City could 
the — below or 
lemented to show ‘this 
an after-occurring 
While as a general rule 


x 


of the 








1 not be h 
Supreme Court 
raised in the Appel 
:7-1 (¢c 
prohibition 
ising that point before 
ne Court and w 
the City, on 
king leave to raise j 
ne trial court by appro- 
ipplemental proceeding 

ly, to avoid unneces- 
se and delay, and 
issue has been fully 
this Court will ex- 
original jurisdiction 
t the record as if appro- 
tmended to frame the 
decide it. 

an employer and em- 
‘ol Sued for injuries al- 
‘ OCcasioned solely by the 
‘Nee of the employee, a 








and 


the 











ren 























are 












exonerates the 
also ex- 





which 
yee from liability 









the employer. This is 

use the employer’s liability 

is asserted solely on the basis 

imputed responsibility for the 
mployee’s alleged wrong. 








Plaintiffs contend their case 
is not premised solely on the 
negligence or wrong of Curtiss 
Dut also on an independent 
lability of the City. However, 
the pleadings and pretrial order 
allege only imputed liability of 


the City arising from the alleged 











vrongful acts of Curtiss. 
It is ar d that the jury did 
not find Curtiss free from negli- 
ence but on the contrary found 
him igent and Mrs. Kelley 
gulity of contributory negli- 
gence. This was shown from a 
loquy between the court and 
jury. And it is also argued 
an employer, as a third 








may be independently 
for putting a dangerous 
entality into the hands 
f the tortfeasor though the 
ortfeasor be acquitted of lia- 
D1l1ty. 
Both Curtiss and the City 
iised the defense of contribu- 


negligence. Both primary 


negligence 





an contributory 
we ubmitted as issues to the 
ji Thus even if the colloquy 





( the general ver- 
dict is to be considered as deter- 








both issues in Curtiss 
favor. Where two alternative 
ssues such as lack of negligence 





tory negligence are 
to a Jury, a judgment 


is deemed 





ised on bot es and not on 
e over the Therefore, 
either event, the judgment 


one of con- 
oy plaintiff 
to further prosecu- 
action the 


t1SS 1S 






gence 


agalnst 





Procedure In New 
Counsellor Examinations 
Announced 


Written Tests First, Oral Exam- 
ination Later For Those Passing 


The Board Bal Srrasapsnivg 
has made the following an- 
nouncement c ning the ex- 
amination for counsellors to be 


given November 9 


A written examination will be 





given in the morning, covering a 
period of LI 1iours from 9 
to 12, devoted to questions de- 
signed to test tl applicant’s 
knowledge of appellate proced- 
ure, including sc ype of review, 
jurisdiction of appellate courts, 
res judicata and stare decisis. 
Candidates who received a mark 
of B plus or ter in the law 
school course Appellate Pro- 
cedure are exempt from this 
examination 

A written e3 tion will be 
given in the afternoon, covering 


a period of four hours from 1 
to 5, which will be devoted to 
the preparation by the applicant 
of a brief on appeal. Each ap- 
plicant will be nished with 


a short record of an actual case 
and will be required to prepare a 
brief for the appellant including 


statement of the questions in- 
volved, stateme f the facts 
and the points to be argued 
with appropriate arguments. At 
the conclusion the brief, the 


will be req 











Supreme Court Splits in Affirming Denial Of 
Compensation For Epileptic Seizure Injury 








The Ne Jersey Supreme 
Court, by a four to three de- 
ision, affirmed ‘ision of 

sion also 

di court de- 
1’s compensation 
his head 

floor of 
premises when he 








pilept ic seizure 
unrela ] employme 
The Ww orkmen’s Compensation 
ivision had allowed compensa 
Court re- 
> __ Divisio n, 








concluded the in ury 
not compensible. 





an opinion - 
‘Wache nfeld, he 





that 
Lilal 





ugh there is auth << in 
states and in England 
supporting this proposition, there 


also authority contra and that 
the principles enunciated in 
y9ther cases by our courts and in 
synolds v. Passaic Valley, 130 
N. J. L 437 should control. In 
that case the court said ‘“When- 
ever conditions attached to the 
place of employment or other- 
wise incident to the employment 
are factors in the catastrophic 
combination, the consequent in- 
jury arises out of the employ- 








applicant uired to set 
forth the manner in which he 
would go about irching the 
points involved and asked to 
name the specific authorities he 
would consult 

Those successful in the written 
examinations will be required 
to take an oral examination be- 
fore three judges of the Appel- 
late Division Superior 
Court, the time ve —_ ex- 
amination to be ann unced 
later. 
m : e princ iples 
he 














j nN, in Ap} rellate 
Division, that the concrete floor 
was hespeieh a cond lit of the em- 
103 factor in 
he ‘-ombination 
whic the injury. 

Indicating th n was 
whether the working conditions 
contributed to the fall or injury, 
the majorit ity pointed out that 
concrete floor isual and 

in in trial plants 











and ‘that the same consequences 
would probably have been forth- 
coming had appellant suffered 
his in the street or in 
his home. 

Continuing, the majority said, 


“We see no justifi ion for clas- 










sifying a level, cu: lary con- 
crete floor as a zard or 
special condition of 2loyment 
ne risk to hich the em- 
oyee here was subjected did 
not arise from nature of 
he floor or its quality of ‘hard- 
ness’ but was, rather, created 
solely by his affliction.’ 
Justices Brennan, Heher and 
Jacobs dissented holding that 


the injury was attributable in a 
substantial part to a condition 
the employment, the concrete 
floor, and that they agreed with 
the reasons expressed 
Clapp. 
Henderson v. 
oration. A-11. Sept. 
Decided Oct. 11, 1954. 


Celanese Corp- 


by Judge 


Term 1954. | 


Uniform State aes 





By Henry W. Toll* 

At a time when today’s eldest 
law school deans were preoc- 
cupied with their velocipedes, 
more than one lady was blushing 
from the discovery that although 
her status was regular in one 
state, there were other jurisdic- 
tions in which her marital rela- 
tionship was on the bigamous 


side, and the legitimacy of any 
children of her then current 
marriage was correspondingly 


uncertain. 

Of course this was due to the 
kaleidoscopic variations between 
the states in laws governing di- 
vorces and remarriages, not all 
of which variations were frosted 
over by the states’ duty to accord 
full faith and credit to judicial 
decisions rendered in other jur- 
isdictions. Then, as now, com- 
plications of this character de- 
lighted the journalists, especially 
when fortunes were involved. 

Divorce laws are still quite 
varied, and while one or two 
states will sever the sacred bond 
only on evidence of extra-marital 
embraces, others will amputate a 
husband who criticizes his wife’s 
bonnets or her souffles or who 
is guilty of other forms of mental 
cruelty. 

Beginnings of the Conference 

There is a legend that this 
state of conjugal affairs sixty- 
five years ago was one of the 
principal reasons for agitation in 
the Empire State, which led the 
American Bar Association in 
1889 to authorize its president to 
appoint a committee on uniform 


laws; and which led the New 
York legislature on April 28, 
1889, to pass an act authorizing 


governor to appoint three 
“to examine the 


its 
commissioners 





Judge Clark and Dean 
Fordham To Address 
Rutgers Law Alumni 


Judges Maris, Brennan and Fuld 
To Hear Moot Court Case 


Jersey City —Final 

in the Rutgers School of Law 
moot court competition and a 
symposium on legal education 
highlight the Rutgers Law School 
Alumni Association dinner meet- 
be held Oct. 27 at the 
Robert Treat Hotel in Newark. 
Hudson County District Court 
Judge Furman W. Reeves, presi- 
dent of the State University law 
school alumni association, 
nounced the program here 
terday. 


The moot court case, 


arguments 


ing to 


an 


yes- 


to be pre- 


sented at 5:30 P. M. by senior 
students named best in pre- 
liminary arguments, will be 
heard by Judge Albert B. Maris 
of the U. S. Third Circuit Court 
of Appeals, New York Court of 
Appeals Judge Stanley H. Fuld 


and N. J. Supreme Court Justice 
Nilliam J. Brennan, Jr. 

Following a dinner scheduled 
for 7 P. M., Judge Reeves will 
preside over a discussion on legal 
education by Judge Charles E. 
Clark of the U. S. Second Circuit 
Court of Appeals and Dean Jef- 
ferson B. Fordham of the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania School 
of Law. 

Judge Maris will announce the 
decision in the moot court case 
at the conclusion of the dinner 
Students winning the case will 
represent the State University 
law school in regional competi- 
tions to be held at Philadelphia 
Nov. 19-20. ’ 

Dinner tickets, which cost five 
dollars, may be obtained from 
the Rutgers Law School Alumni 
Association at 33 Washington 
Street, Newark. 





subjects of marriage and divorce, 
insolvency, the form of notarial 
certificates and other subjects; 


and to consider whether it 
would be wise .. . for the State 
of New York to invite other 


states to send representatives to 
a convention to draft uniform 


laws .’ Four months later 
the American Bar Association 
adopted a_ resolution recom- 


mending that a conference such 
as that proposed by the New 
York act should be organized by 
the enactment of a statute in 
each state.’ And in 1892 the Gov- 
ernor of New York issued a call 
to his fellow executives to dis- 
patch envoys extraordinary to a 
national conference on uniform 
laws to be held at approximately 
the same time and place as the 
next annual meeting of the 
American Bar Association — 
which association itself was 
barely adolescent at the time, 
having had a life-span of fifteen 
years. 

Only six other states—Dela- 
ware, Georgia, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, New Jersey and Penn- 
sylvania—responded to the ex- 


tent of sending commissioners, 
but these forward-looking indi- 
viduals convened a _ three-day 


session at Saratoga Springs on 
August 24, 1892, and agreed that 
it would be desirable to continue 
such conferences, with an ex- 
pancible horizon. From that in- 
ception, this organization devel- 


oped. Its members have met 
every year since then, and it is 
now in its sixty-third year. In 
896 it was christened and 


loaded with the dainty appella- 


tion of the National Conference 
of Commissioners on Uniform 


State aws—although even that 
title was shorter than its original 
name. For the purposes of this 
article, it is “the Conference,” 
and the seven other words of its 
name are omitted. 
The Theory of Uniform Laws 
The Conference has not yet 
agreed upon a divorce law, al- 
though after a quarter-century 
it gave its blessing to a uniform 
divorce act drafted by the so- 
called Nations al Divorce Congress, 
This draft was ignored by the 
legislatures. And after more than 
a half-century the Conference 
brought forth an act concerning 
the recognition of divorces, 
which nine legislatures have 
since adopted.* In 1950 the Con- 
ference formulated a uniform 
marriage license application act, 
but there has not yet been time 
enough to judge the receptivity 
of the states to this proposal. 
Be it however, that there 
are many valid arguments 
against attempting to fix a 
single standard for divorces 
throughout the length and 
breadth of the land, and that 
perhaps matrimony should be 
a more volatile relationship on 
the slopes of Rainer than in the 
miasmic purlieus of the Ever- 
glades—or vice versa. If so, the 
real problems relate rather to 
the circumstances under which 
the State of Washington should 
take jurisdiction of the incom- 
patibility of Floridan couples, 
and to the effect which Florida 


and the forty six other states 
should give to Washington’s 
decrees, once it has assumed 


such juris sdiction. 


on page 5, col. 1) 


( C ontinued 





mn in 1881. 
rska Sah 





le nd, 
Wisc consist: 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS. 





SEPARATE MAINTENANCE —), conciliation, and that he had re- 

While corroboration is desir-| fused and neglected to support 
is not essential and! and maintain her. The defend- 
filed answer and a counter 
claim seeking a divorce on the 


able, it 
relief may be granted on the! 
uncorroborated testimony of | 
the wife if it be credible and | 
convincing. | 


—If a wife, not having been) 


ant 


grounds of desertion. 


The trial court found plain- 
tiff had left her husband with- 


| 

During the trial the Court in- 
quired as to the possibility of a 
reconciliation. Plaintiff's counsel 
stated plaintiff would welcome 
a reconciliation as she still loved 
her husband. However, defend- 
ant’s counsel offered no com- 
ment, There was no duty at 
this juncture of the proceedings 
on defendant to have replied 





guilty of a matrimonial offense, | Out cause, that there was no|in any way to the suggestion and 
leaves without cause and/|evidence that she had _ been| this incident has not been per- 
thereafter offers to return in | guilty of any matrimonial of-| mitted to influence this court’s 
good faith, she is entitled to | fense, that her desertion was not} determination in any way. 
separate maintenance if her} Obstinate, that she had made Affirmed. 


husband refuses to take her 
back and to support her. 


concl 


tg on ts _ prt oto duct constituted an abandon- 
party *o accept an ober OF! ment. The court dismissed the 


reconciliation when the cause 
is on for trial and refusal to do} 
so is not to be considered by 
the court. 


maintenance. 
both 


tiff 
At 


separate 
the hearing 


testimony offered was that o 


one witness, 


Digested from an opinion by 
Eastwood, J. A. D. rendered Oct. | 


13, 1954. Appellate Div. Canova! band, whose testimony tended to 
v. Canova. For respondent-—Mor- | corroborate one incident when 
timer Rubenstein. For appellant! the husband said he asked the} 
—Louis Santorf. plaintiff to return and she is 


alleged to have refused. 


Plaintiff and defendant were ese 
Defendant appeals. 


married Sept. 25, 1949. Towards 
the end of December plaintiff 
separated from her husband. She 
filed a complaint seeking sepa- 
rate maintenance charging she 


Held: The issue turns 


The trial court resolved tha 


had been compelled to leave be- é ; ie 
ines : and defendant's not. While this | 
cause of his cruelty, and an $ i ate ; 
eae : E court may make new or 
amended complaint charging meondod. finiins + deot th 8 
. amendce Ings (¢ lac lt 1s 
that defendant had abandoned : 


her in March 1950 by rejecting 


her attempts to effect a re- ; 
: sind ~~ | to judge the « 





»Y 
i 


trial court because it 
sees the witnesses and has 
ter opportunity 
bility. The findings 
reasonably consistent 
evidence. 

While 


below 


% 


latest rate 
perannum corroboration is 
able in separate maintenance 
actions, it not 
relief may be afforded 
wife’s testimony alone, if 
credible and convincing. 


essential 
on tt 


it be 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 


FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 7 


Philip Klein, President 
NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Ewecution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2-8220 


_ Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 
TeLePpHONE MARKET 83-4994 


good faith, she is entitled 
maintenance if her husband re- 
fuses to take her back and re- 
fuses to support her, is well 
established. 

The finding that the desertion 
did not remain obstinate neces- 
sarily required dismissal of the 
counterclaim. 
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COUNSEL .. . for the Defense 


* Professional Disability Plan 





Loss of Income 
Loss of Life 
Liability 


{professional errors] 


* Life Plan (includes employees) 


Lawyers Protective Insurance 


* NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by N.J. State Bar Ass‘n 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


RAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 


MARKET 3-3086 
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on the credibility of the parties 


+ 


| sincere overtures to effect a re- 
liation which were rejected 
by defendant, and that his con- 


counterclaim and granted plain- 


parties 
testified. The only corroborative | 


a friend of the hus- 


solely 


L 


desir- 


and 
1e 


> 


The rule of law that if a wife, 


repents and offers to return in 
to 


plaintiff’s testimony was credible 


cautioned to give due regard to 
the opportunity of the trial court 
‘edibility of wit- 
nesses and will give great weight 
to findings of fact made by the 
hears and} 
a bet-| 
to judge credi- 
are 


with the 


) avine bee cuiltv f ¢ 

by U. S. Govt. instrumentality not hay ing been guilty ” 4 

T : be handl ; matrimonial offense, leaves 
ransactions may behandledbymail | without cause and thereafter | 


} An 


DIVORCE —CONFLICTS —CON- 
STITUTIONAL LAW Our 
courts will not in a direct pro- 
ceeding instituted for that 
purpose pass on the validity of 
a foreign divorce where at the 

| time thereof neither spouse 
was a resident of this state. 

—A judgment of a sister state 
declaring a divorce of another 
state invalic is entitled to full 
faith and credit if the in- 


tion. 


JURISDICTION CONSTITU- 
TIONAL LAW—A judgment in 
personam rendered in the state 
of defendant’s domicile is en- 
titled to full faith and credit 
though defendant was served 
outside the state pursuant to a 
statute of that state. 

—Our courts will not alter or 
| reverse a finding of domicile 
of a sister state where we have 
no concern with the marital 
res and no steps were taken 
in the foreign state to attack 
that finding. 


APPEAL—Point not raised in 
trial court will not be con- 
sidered on appeal and may not 
be raised on remand for more 
specific judgment. 


COUNSEL FEES—Counsel fees 
are not allowable in action 
for arrearages due under a 


foreign alimony judgment. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Pindar, J. S. C. rendered Oct. 13, 
1954. Appellate Div. Lea v. Lea. 
For appellant—C. Zachary Selt- 
zer (Anthony Mitchell, atty). For 
respondent—Morton C. Stein- 


ion 


Respondent 
to invalidate a 1946 Arkansas 


C 
filed a complaint 


1 


(1) 
divorce decree procured by ap- 
pellant and to restrain the use 
|of said decree as against an in- 


terlocutory judgment of divorce, 


support and maintenance pro- 
cured by respondent in New 
| York in 1948 and (2) for arrears 


due under the New York judg- 
ment. The court granted judg- 
ment for arrears and allowed a} 
counsel fee of $1000 to respond- 
ent. Defendant appeals. 

The parties were married in 
New York in 1925 and were dom- 
iciled there until 1942. They re- 
sided together until 1945, their 
cohabitation being in 
they separated, 


last 
Louisiana. Then 
plaintiff returning to New York. 
attempted reconciliation in 
uisiana failed and plaintiff 
returned to New York 
has since resided 
son. Defendant then 
suit for divorce in 








again 
where 
with their 
instituted 


he 
SiC 


; Arkansas. Plaintiff did not par- 


; sent 


ticipate in the action. The Ark- 
ansas Court entered a decree of 
divorce and provided for the 
child’s support. Defendant then 


remarried and after living in 
other states with his new wife, 
came to New Jersey. In 1947 


plaintiff instituted suit for di- 
vorce in New York and secured 
the judgment on which the pre- 
suit for arrears is based. 
Defendant did not defend that 
action. 

Defendant asserts (a) the Ark- 
ansas decree was entitled to full 
faith and credit, (b) the Arkan- 
sas decree is res adjudicata in a 
priority sense over the New York 


judgment, (c) the New York 
judgment was illegal for lack 


of due process in that defendant 
was not served personally in 
New York. Defendant now also 
raises for the first time the| 
question of the finality of the 


validating court had jurisdic-! 








Life Magazine Calls Be| 


"King of Torts" 


New York judgment as to sup-/ Lj 
port and maintenance and the 
propriety of the allowance of 


counsel fees to plaintiff. 









é 7 The current issue Toa 0! 

Held: Neithe rty was i- , : = 
set sige et im SS magazine contains an arti él 
period of their an ge, nor| entitled “The King of Torts”. Tag fc 
: TAAITIAgS, article is a _ presentation el 






when the Arkansas decree was 





laymen of some of the succe 

















































































rendered. In this situation our ful trial tactics of Melvi cf 
. : A dal L 4 swLelViy 
courts have no concern with att Cinliteeeia iauiiee: ond’ + 
° . P iil, aiil c re J alg ‘ 
their marital res. Accordingly mer president of the N. g oa 
say a; . + mel POCS1CC a Cc WN A nt 
Our courts will not adjudicate C. A. as well as a sketch of ne 
the invalidity of the Arkan-| \2 oo atv. It also touches th 
sas decree nor that it is Personality. *t also touches q@t 
as ; ee ay ~ the impact on insurance re 
res judicata in New Jersey. Laseee weritiote weneee cicin Tn 
A complainant has no legal, ,\>~ » are 
shisbeat y™ this PP to attack the use of “demonstrative jf co 
fewer oe, lity ve a divaree | cence” in negligence trials. Tym lat 
une vandity of =a Givorce| article is light and interest do 
decree of a. sister state im a] oy 2. Ge oe ce 
SRO or Se tae ; ‘ : as well as instructive reaging™ an 
direct proceeding for that pur- fae members of the bat ‘s 
pose when at the time of the — oe ss 35 at 
decree neither spouse was a resi- penton al ry ne ig in os F fo 
dent of this state. Additionally pe Ply Sy 





3 : = sae nial issues joined 
the New York court had already ™ al — 


Viudi j lid ; imonia] issues. In Whit 
adjudicated the invalidity of the Santas cag 16 N : “hikes - 
Arkansas decree and that ad- |” oy seis dabheee: Meee aati: - 

hi was held an action for c 
judication was entitled to full ad — “te by g* 

of arrearages due unde: Mab: 


faith and credit in this state un- oi Nay ; 
eign alimony judgment 





less: it- was procured:-by fraud or." a se sia 
the court lacked jurisdiction, ™4'moenia) action Du 
Fraud was not raised and juris- S©MC¢ aM action in Gent cogr 
diction over the subject matter is able i eer Thus <i Pes 
conceded. Of ee = yt 
‘ount was not prop 
The Supreme Court of the persia a eer bane pe 


U. S. in Milliken v. Meyer held 4, matrimonial cause. 1 











valid under the full faith and jacKeq purpose and was : 

credit provision of the Federal tajnable. Counsel fees sh 
Constitution a judgment in pave peen allowed. 

personam rendered in the state a ee ; 
of defendant's domicile when Romanded — ag = = 
pursuant to a statute of that saabnc tsi: sid 
State providing for service on . a 
an absent defendant, he was per- Dig 
sonally served in another state THE AMERICAN DI 
Such is the case here. The New 19 
York court determined on the LAWYER Ros 


proofs before it that defendant’s 
domicile was New York. No steps 
were taken in New York to at- 
tack that conclusion and our 
court correctly refused to alter 


A Summary of the Surver 
of the Legal Profession 
By 











yr reject that factual determina- : 

or reject that factual determina Blaustein and Porter 

tion of a sister state. Therefore, 

the determination that the New ; , 

York judgment be given full | Presents in concise 

faith and credit was proper. The | the Skills, Problems, rs 

cause must be remanded how- Q } 

ever to ascertain the correct | Services and other details o 

sum due respondent. = the Practice and Professio 
The question of the finality of 

the New York judgment as to | Of Law in the United Stategy 

support and maintenance not 


Instructive and Interesting 
Reading 


$5.50 
GANN LAW BOOKS 


224 Market St., Newark, 4. J 


having been raised below, it will 
not be considered on the appeal. 
On remand, therefore, it is not 
to De interposed as a defense to 
any amount found to be due 
prior to the entry of the judg- 
ment appealed from. 

R. R. 4:55-7 permits allowance 
of counsel fees in a matrimonial 
action but prohibits allowance of 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


—EGLIGENCE — INDEPENDENT 

CONTRACTORS — Generally 
one who engages an independ- 
ent contractor is not liable 
for negligence of the latter’s 
employees. 





| Held: Generally one who en- 
gages an independent contractor 


ployees. The case against Rose- 
mawr is within the general rule 


| name did not appear in the ans- 


is not to be charged with the} 
negligence of the latter’s em-| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Since mere making of an ex-| and was properly dismissed. | 
cavation by the contractor on Plaintiff seeks to hold Rosemawr | 
the owner’s lands would not|on the theory the ditch was| 


inherently dangerous unless spe- 
cial precautions 
therefore Rosemawr is liable for 
United’s failure to take such pre- 


necessarily give rise to an un- 
reasonable risk or nuisance to 
the plaintiff, the owner is not 
rendered liable thereby. 





were taken and} 
| quired by 


Statement by one independent cautions. This theory has not 
contractor to another that the met with approval everywhere. | 


Our cases use the 


In any event, the 


latter’s work was satisfactory 
does not establish acceptance 
and resumption of possession 
by owner so as to absolve the 
latter contractor of liability 
for negligence. 

The fact that an independent 
contractor did his work under 


ruie 


sarily” giving rise to an 
reasonable” or ‘peculiar’ 
of bodily harm. The mere mak- 
ing of an excavation would not 
“necessa 


sito? 


tai 








term nuisance. | 
would | 
apply only to a situation ‘‘neces- | 
aril “un- | 


risk | 


give rise to an un-| 
reasonable or peculiar risk to} 


the direction of another in- 

dependent contractor does not untill, 

absolve the former of liability United claims it was relieved |} 

for deviating from standard liability for Bayley’s acts} 

methods. when it “rented or hired” him 
and the shovel to Rosemawr. 


NTERROGATORIES — Proprie- 
ty of interrogatory asking the 
names of witnesses to be used 
not determined. 


However, there were facts indi- 
cating Bayley remained United’s 
ting Bayley nain Unitec 
The question 


employee. as 


to} 
whether the master servant re-| 


Names of experts having 

knowledge of the facts are not lationship existed was for the] 
excepted from the requirement JUTY. 

that the names of persons Next United claims the in-| 
known to have knowledge of occurred after its work| 





been 
by 


completed and ac- 


the facts be furnished in ans- had 
Rosemawr and there- 


wer to an interrogatory de- cepted 
manding same. 












fore it and its employee are ab-| 


igested from an opini by solved from liability. The proof 
S. J. A. D. rendered Oct. does not sustain the proposition. 
Appellate Div. Gibilterra, The only proof of acceptance | 
Rosemawr et als. For appel-| 4nd resumption of possession | 
Samue] Doan (Ar was that Vellone, after the work 
yn the brief). For Rose-| Was done, told Bayley it was 
Homes—James Satistactory. 


B. Emory 
Langan & Lamb, atty 





The final question is whether 








J. Langan on the b the 
Construction Morris Mandl, an expert 
William Be McElroy | v ess for plaintiff to testify. 
shay Hughes & Pindar, attys.’ There was no proof of negligence 
Shaw on the brief). without his testimony. Plaintiff 





sd ‘~harged Unit 


negligence action wa: 








it the close of plaintiff's negligence by reason of their 
the ground he had not; failure to use “standard meth- 
it a cause of action ods’ in excavating the trench, 
any of the defe S that the sides were straight, 
ils it V-shaped. It seems Mandl 





lant Rosemawr w 





us to testify on this point. As- 














1 devoloping its property. | ; there had been proof 
from United a steam that Bayley deviated from stan- 
dig a trench so as dard methods so as to give rise 

Vellone, a plumbing con-'| to an unreasonable risk causing 

to lay and connect have been a 


Plaintiff was Vel nst United 


Defendant Bayley, Uni 


Uni- not become a 
nployee, question of law for the court 





operated the 











vel and dug t merely because of the testimony 
measure pv that Bayley worked under Vel- 
instructions. While ne's directions with no discre- 
n was at work in tl tion. 
ne side caved in, in- The 
g him seriously. Mandl t 
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court erred in refusing to| 


| 


ed and Bayley with} 


| 


wer to interrogatories. R. R. 4:23- 
12. These defendants had asked: 
* State the name of every per- 
son known to plaintiff to have 
knowledge of any of the facts 
on which allegations of 


the 


| plaintiff are based... ”. Plain- 


tiff’s answer gave several names 
and continued . “and several 
experts who have not as yet been 
retained 
Plaintiff argues he was not re- 
] interrogatory to 
of experts. He 
do not have “know- 





furnish nar 
claims they 





ledge of relevant facts”. R. R. 
4:16-2. How r, the question of 
what constitutes a “standard 
method” is a matter of fact, not 
inference. 

It is not necessary to decide 
here whether an interrogatory 
should be permitted which re- 
quires the nam es of those having 


knowledge relevant facts who 


are to be called as witnesses. 
Plaintiff argues that it is im- 
proper to take an expert’s de- 






herefore his name 
iven to an inter- 


position and 
should not 


rogating party. But this does not 

follow. Knowing the name of 

the expert nm adversary can 
t o 


jualifications and 
of equal standing. 


investigate hi 
secure experts 





The trial court’s ruling that 
the interrogatory required plain- 
tiff to disclose le names of ex- 
perts such Mandl was sound, 
but the ruling being highly novel, 
plaintiff sl not have had 
visited on him the penalties pro- 
vided in R. R. 4:23-12 without 
some redress. The court should 
have exerciss s discretion to} 


relax the rule I justice war- 


ranted it, to allow a 


Affirmed a » Rosemawr. New 





trial ordered to Bayley and 

United. 

TRU: —_ STATUTE OF 
FRAUDS — Action in equity 
by principal to have agent 
declared constructive trustee 
for principal of realty pur- 
chased by agent for himself 
contrary to ora! agency is not 
barred by the _ Statute of 
Frauds. 

TRUSTS—AGENCY—If an agent 
charged with a duty to pur- 


chase property for his princi- 
pal purchases for himself he is 
chargeable as a_ constructive 
trustee for the principal and 
can be compelled to surrender 
it to him on reimbursement 
of the purchase price. 









Digested from ypinion by 
Jayne, J. A. D. rendered Oct. 
8, 1954. Appell Div. Mianulli 
v. Gunagan. F appellants 
Samuel J. Davidson (De Fazio, 
Davidson and De zio, attys). 
For respondents an A. Maki 
Corbin & Corbin. att} 

The trial court ited de- 
fendants’ moti miss the 
complaint for re to allege a 
cause of acti which relief 
could be granted. Plaintiffs ap- 
peal. 

The complaint lleged_ the 


following: 
Plaintiffs owne 
fendants owned lot 7 
velopment. Lot 7 
two properties. 
id defendants 
their pl 


6 and de- 
in a de- 
between 
Plaintiffs 
to en- 
by acquiring 
ontiguous to 

They oral- 


Was 


decired 
aesirea 


OW 





aVSOU i 
their respective lo 
ly agreed that “each would make 
an effort as the agent of the 
other to acquire title to said plot 











7 and whoever of said persons 
acquired the said title thereto, 
he or she would y at cost 
one half the i plot 7 immed- 
iately adjacent to the premises 


of the 
defendants.” 
chased lot 7 
vey to plaintiffs 
half contiguous to plaintiffs’ 
property ‘contrary to the trust 
and confidence reposed in them 
by plaintiffs” The prayer is that 
defendants be adjudged to hold 
the title to the one half of lot 


respective plaintiffs or 
Def pur- 
i refused to con- 
cost the one 


endants 








St 





7 contiguous to lot 6 in trust for | 


plaintiffs and be directed to 


convey the same to plaintiffs on | 


mistrial or a} 


Pashman Nominated 


, Panel Discussion on Workmen’s 
Compensation Arranged 


The Nominating Committee of 


the Passaic County Bar Asso- | 
ciatidyhas submitted its slate | 


of officers for the coming year 
with Morris Pashman named for 
president. The committee also 
made the féllowing selections: 
for lst V. P., William A. Hen- 
geveld; for 2nd V. P., Isadore 
Waks; for treasurer, Albert H. 
an equitable adjustment of the 
cost of lot 7. 

Defendants seek to sustain the 








dismissal on the grounds the 
complaint does not allege a 
partnership or that plaintiffs 


contributed anything toward the 
purchase price and that the ac- 
tion is in the nature of one for 
the specific performance of an 
oral agreement to convey lands 
which is barred by the statute 
of frauds. 

Held: The nature of the cause 
of action and the relief sought 


have been misconceived. The 
action is not for a judgment 
directing specific performance 


of the oral agreement to sell nor 
for adjudication of a resulting 
trust. Its objective is the 
equitable establishment of a 
constructive trust arising out of 
the alleged fraudulent imposi- 
tion practiced on plaintiffs by 
their agent. 

It is a rule that one who even 
gratuitously undertakes to act 
for another in a matter of trust 
and confidence, such as the pur- 
; chase of real property for the 
other, shall not in the same 
| transaction act for himself 
| against the interest of the one 
relying on his integrity. Where 
|a fiduciary under a duty to 
| purchase property for another 
purchases it for himself, he is 
chargeable as constructive trus- 
tee of the property for the bene- 


ficiary and can be compelled 
to surrender it to him on re- 
imbursement of the purchase 


price. The statute of frauds is 
not an obstacle in such case 
though the betrayal of confi- 
dence implicates the purchase 


of land, for equity will not per- 


To Head Passaic Bar 


| Kreamer; for secretary, Bernard 
| Feinberg. Nominations may also 
|be made from the floor by 
| members of the association at 
| the meeting to be held October 
| 25th. 

| The October 25th meeting will 
be held at the Alexander Ham- 
ilton Hotel in Paterson at 8:15 
P. M. In addition to nominations 
and discussions of business mat- 
ters there will be a report on 
the second annual Judicial 
County Conference held October 
14th and a panel discussion of 
Workmen’s Compensation prac- 
tice, rules and decisions. The 
panelists will be Deputy Director 
John C. Wegner, Deputy Director 
Maurice A. Kaltz and Carl 
Gelman. 





mit the Statute of Frauds to be 
ised as an instrument of fraud. 

It may be that the evidence 
will show their was a joint ven- 
ture and no fiduciary relation- 
ship. However, the complaint 
presents a cause of action cog- 
nizable in equity. 

Reversed. 
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Freedom of Speech Is Not An Absolute 


Our New Jersey Supreme Court recently denied a candidate 
the right to have his name appear on the ballot under the 
Communist 
Communist 
accustomed 
guarantees to them the right to speak, the Comm 
issued the following statement: “The Supreme Court’ 
tramples on the Constitution and the Bill of Rights. I 


Control Act of 1954. Almost immediately, and with 


action 


from the voters the right to a free and unfettered election. It 
is a decision in the service of McCarthyism.” 

It is the view of some, as much opposed to Communism as its 
most vocal antagonists, that such words should be permitted | 


recognize the scurce 
who regard 


unwise 


that sound judgment will 
There are those, too, 
Control Act as 


to pass unnoticed; 
and ‘discard it as worthless. 
such legislation as the Communist 


by driving it underground. The political wisdom of the respective 
views thus represented need not be passed upon here. Neither 
shali we here treat of the validity of the Communist Control Act 
as such. There is need, however, for an objective recollection of 
one of the main constitutional principles involved, lest debate 
as to the wisdom of controls obscure the issue as to whether 
such restrictions of Communists constitute, in fact or law, 
deprivation of civil rights. ‘There come”, 
said in his concurring opinion in the Dennis case, “occasions 
law, as elsewhere, when the familiar needs to be recalled.’ 
Freedom of speech is not an “absolute”. It must bend when 
the “gravity of the evil, discounted by its improbability, justifies 


aiily, 


in 
aii 


such invasion of free speech as is necessary to avoid the danger’’| 


(Dennis v. United States, 341 U. S. 492, 510). 

There is nothing new about the concept of the limited nature 
of the right of free speech. Justice Frankfurter, in his opinion 
referred to above, citing specific incidents of our early history, 
pointed out: “The historic antecedents of the First Amendment 
preclude the notion that its purpose was to give unqualified 
immunity to every expression that touched on matters within the 
range of political interest.” Chief Justice Vinson, writing for the 
majority, put it this way: “An analysis of the leading cases 


in this court which have involved direct limitations of speech, | 


however, will demonstrate that both the majority of the court 
and the dissenters in particular cases have recognized that this 
is not an unlimited, unqualified right, but that the societal value 
of speech must, on occasion, be subordinated to other values and 
considerations.” 
The principle is thus unquestioned. The delicate issue is 
whether the “occasion” presents an evil so grave that it justifies 
such invasion of speech as is necessary to avoid the danger. It is 
the “occasion” and the evil which it presents which forces the 
restriction upon speech. That Communism presents such an evil 
and brings down upon itself restrictions of the freedoms has 
been judicially established. Thus, in the Dennis case, the Supreme 
Court concurred in Judge Hand’s finding in the Court 
that Communism represented the danger, and affirmed 
conviction of the eleven leading Communists. The finding 
Judge Hand in this respect is particularly worthy of note. 
directed his attention to the period covered by the indictme 
in the Dennis case, 1948. He said: “We must not lose our ey 
to our position in the world at that time.’ He recounted in detail 
the actual conflict between the force of Communism in Europe 
and our own national interests; that we had been d out 
the chief enemy of Communism and that “we were the 


the 
He 


nt 


as 


single 


as 


ly 


eventua 





doomed, but the still formidable, protagonist of that decadent | 
system which it was to supplant. Any border fray, any diplomatic | 


incident, any difference in construction of the modus vivendi 
*** such as the Berlin blockade might prove a spark in the tinder- 
box, and lead to war.” He resolved the pertinent issue: 

“We do not understand how one could ask for a more| 
probable danger, unless w2 must wait till the actual eve of| 
hostilities. The only justification which can be suggested is| 
that in spite of their efforts to mask their purposes, so far as| 


they can do so consistently with the spread of the gospel, dis- 
cussion and publicity may so weaken their power that it will 
have ceased to be dangerous when the moment may come. That 
may be a proper enough antidote in ordinary times and for 
redoubtable combinations; but certainly it does not apply to this 
one. Corruptio optimi pessima. True, we must not forget our 
own faith; we must be sensitive to the dangers that lurk any 
choice; but choose we must, and we shall be silly dupes if w 
forget that again and again in the past thirty years, just suc 
preparations in other countries have aided to supplant existing 
governments, when the time was ripe. Nothing short of a 
revived doctrine of laissez faire, which would have amazed even| 
the Manchester School at its apogee, can fail to realize that} 
such a conspiracy creates a danger of the utmost gravity and 


LeSS 









fe 
+ 
a 


of enough probability to justify its suppression. We hold that it 
is a danger ‘clear and present’.”’ 
That was the “occasion” as of 1948. On October 14, 1954, the 


designation in one of the first decisions involving the | 


disrespect for the very system of jurisprudence which | 
unist candidates | 


takes away |! 


because | 
too extreme or because it will actually aid the Communist cause}. 


a] 
as Justice Frankfurter} 


| fendant 


below | 


of 
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Federal Tax Notes 





| BY HAROLD KAMENS 

| LOSSES: Taxpayer claimed a 

lloss deduction for worthless 

4 stock in a corporation whose 
assets exceeded its liabilities. 

| Held: Loss would be allowed. 
| 


Cooper Enterprises Inc. vs 
Comm., C. C. A. 9/13/54. 
CAPITAL GAINS: Taxpayer 


| acquired an option to purchase 
| land. On this land an additional 
| option was granted and exer- 
| cised, after which taxpayer ex- 
| ercised his option. 

Held: Length of time for capi- 
tal gain ran from when taxpayer 
| exercised its option rather than 
the time it acquired it. Barger 
vs U. S., C. C. A. 9/14/54. 

LOSSES: Taxpayer sold, at a 
loss, a residence converted into 
rental property to his son-in-law 
| who took title in his name and 
|-his wife’s. 

Held: Loss is deductible. Stern, 
C. C. A. 9/17/54. 

ESTATES: Taxpayer was the 
beneficiary under an_e estate 
which continued to operate and 
pay taxes during the period 
when the estate compromised 
certain claims and partitioned 
real estate. 

Held: Until estate is closed, it 
remains liable as a taxpayer. 
Brown vs Comm., C. C. A. 9/22/54. 

DEDUCTIONS: To avoid legal 
controversy regarding his duty 
as a fiduciary of an estate, tax- 
payer paid to objecting legatees 
a sum of money. 


Held: Payments were deduct- 
ible as a business expense. Comm. 


v Macy, C. C. A. 9/21/54. 
VALUATION: Decedent con- 
tracted for his estate to sell, and 
his surviving partners agreed to 
; buy the value of decedent’s in- 
| terest at a fixed price, part of 
which was to be paid for by life 
| insurance. 
| Held: Value of partnership 
interest was determined by con- 
tract price. Est. of Weil vs 
Comm., 22 TC. 

TRANSFEREES: Decedent died 
insolvent owing $400,000.00 in in- 
come taxes, against which the 
|Comm. seeks to hold the wife 
and children as beneficiaries of 
his life insurance policies. 

Held: Since proceeds were not 
payable to the estate, the pro- 
ceeds are not liable for the in- 
come taxes. As to cash surrender 


value, this is dependent upon 
state law. Ronen v Comm. C. C. 
A. 9/9/54. 


CRIMINAL PENALTIES: De- 
was convicted of con- 
spiring to defraud the U. S. and 
claims evidence of conspiracy 
before he became a conspirator 
is inadmissible. 

Held: Such evidence is admis- 
sible to show the nature of a 
continuing conspiracy. U. S. vs 
Witt, C. C. A. 9/7/54 

BUREAU RULINGS 

Rev. Rul. 54-396-Recognition 
of Gain or Loss: Definition of 
Reorganization: A transaction 
between two corporations where- 
in one, the majority stockholder 
(but than 80 percent) of 
the second, acquires all of the 
assets of the second in exchange 
for its common stock, is not a 
reorganization: within the pur- 
view of section 112 (g) (1) (C) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 


1€SS 


| 1939. 


Rul. 54-398:-Employees 
Trusts: A trust forming a part 
of a stock bonus, pension, or 
profit-sharing plan of an em- 
ployer for the exclusive benefit 
of his employees or their bene- 
ficiaries will qualify under sec- 
tion 165(a) of the Internal 


Rev. 


Revenue Code of 1939 
have the unrestricted right to} 


designate their 


bounty, his dependents, or his 
estate. 


Rev. Rule. 54-408-Distributions 


by Corporations: Distribution in' 


Liquidation: Where a majority 
stockholder, an officer and dir- 
ector of a corporation sells all 
of his stock to the corporation 
for a fixed amount payable in 
installments and resigns from 
his position as officer and direc- 
tor, but remains in the employ 
of the corporation for a limited 
time to train key employees, the 
redemption by the corporation 
of such shares constitutes a dis- 
tribution in partial liquidation 
under section 115(c) and (i) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 
1939 to the extent that the dis- 
tribution does not exceed the 
fair market value of the stock 
redeemed. 

Rev. Rul. 54-409: Capital Gains 
and Losses: A grant of less than 
all of a copyright proprietor’s 
right may confer a license or 
constitute a transfer of property. 
A grant of the exclusive right to 
exploit a copyrighted work in a 
medium of publication through- 


out the life of the copyright 
tranfers a property right; a 
grant of less confers a license. 


If the consideration received for 
a grant transferring a property 
interest is not measured by a 
percentage of the receipts from 
the sale, performance, or publi- 
cation of the copyrighted work, 
is not measured by the number 
of copies sold, performance given, 
or exhibitions made of the copy- 
righted work, and is not payable 
periodically over a period gen- 
erally coterminous with grantee’s 
use of the copyrighted work, it 
is to be treated as proceeds from 
a sale of property and not as 
rentals or royalties. 


Junior Section Meeting 
Monday 


The Junior Section of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association will 
meet on Monday evening, Octo- 
ber 25th, at whe M. in the 
Assembly Ché , State House 
Annex, Trenton, for a regular 
business meeting. The principal 
items of — will be the 
recent report of the Junior Sec- 
tion Comr aie: the Attorney- 
Counsellor acne the pre- 
paration resolutions for the 
eo inter Meeting of the State 
r Ass’n., and the increasing of 
membership from south Jersey. 

Richard Amster, chairman of 
Section. will preside. 


Q 
° 
9 mbe 


amcbe 


on 


of 





Meyner To Address 
Federal Bar At 
Annual Luncheon 


Robert B. Meyner 


Governor 
and Justice David W. Peck, 
Presiding Justice of the Appel- 


late Aecga st Department, of 


New York, will be guest speakers 
at the yori Luncheon of the 
Federal Bar Ass’n of N. Y., N. J. 


and Conn. to be held November 


24th at the Starlight Roof of the 
Waldorf-Astoria Hotel 
York. Plans 
also i 


form 


in New 
luncheon 
in the 
the 
with 
and 


for the 
nclude entertainment 
of a radio quiz show. 
hrase That Pays” 
participation 





prizes 





of (2nd Cir.) 
: Again 


Appeals 
Communists. 
the danger 
Judge Hand said for 
danger 


Court 
secon: me 
ence of 
indictment 
“If the 

be thought 


affi 
as of the year 1951, the year covered by 


was clear and present in 1948, 
to have been less in 1951 when the 


rmed the conviction of the 13 
eting the question of the exist- 
the 
the Court: 

it can hardly 


1 lict 
Korean conflict 


was raging and our relations with the Communist world had 


moved from cold to hot war.” 


We perceive no change for the better in 1954. 


because Communism 
national 


is 


iS 


to our 


It 
danger 


security 


presents a clear and present 
as above described that re- 


stricted application of freedom of speech is necessary. 





even | 
though the employees do not'| 


beneficiaries, | 
where, under the plan, they are) 
restricted to a specified person | 
or group of persons who are the| 
natural objects of an employee's | 
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Editor, 
New Jersey Law Journa] 

To combat the unfair » 
licity in the newspapers , 






cerning the Essex Count; 
House now being labeled d 
“Wicer Pit” and in orde: 

better relation 
tween the Bench and Bar 
Suggest that definite ac 
taken by the Essex Cour 
Association. 

If by resolution or on the 4 
at the next Bar Meeting 
tion be passed to creat 
committee on the 
gripes, this committe: 
meet with the presidin 
in Essex or with a conf 
County Judges and 
handle the complaints 
lawyers concerning ‘th 
of motions, calendar 
to eliminate the existi: 
sure that lawyers are t 
fronted with. 

It has been my persona! ¢: 
to stay out of this con 
but so many lawyers hay 
in touch with me that tI 
a committee to cont ! 
e Bench and to sift tl 

laints law} 
they gather might clear 
seem to me that the 
pointment of such 
would be in the best i: 
the public and help crea 
ter public relationships 
of the unfair publi 
local newspapers. 

Yours very sin 
Nathan Turesk: 
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Burlington Lawyers Q 
Doctors Hold Joint 
Meeting 


The Annual meeting 











Burlington County Bar Ass 

tion and the Burlington C ul 
Medical Society was mis 
October 14, 1954 at the Re & 
Cabin Lodge, Medford Lake ; 


Aaron Gordon of Jersey 
member of the N. J 
Ass’n Committee on 
Compensation arranged ¢ 
sentation of an act 
which he had tried 
ago in the Compensation 
and successfully prose 
appeal. The case inv 
tiple Sclerosis arising 
accident to a female 
Mr. Gordon appeare 
petitioner’s attorney 
demonstration trial 
E. Kuebler, of Newark 
as the attorney for thi 
ent. Hon. Stephen 
Deputy Director of 
of Compensation, p! 
this “hearing” 

The demonstrati 
solely on the proper p! 
of Medical Testimon; 
Robert S. Garber, M 
intendent of the N. J 
Institute of Princet 
ing as the pet mgs 
Expert while Dr. Ro 
nett. Assistant tet) 1 
the Trenton State H 
the part of the 
Medical Expert 
was well received 
bers of both groups att 
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Announcements 


Vincent C. Duffy 
tore J. Ruggiero ann 
Adolph A. Romei has 
member of the fi 
continue in the gen 














rm 


iiia 











of law under the fi 
Duffy. Ruggiero & Ro 
offices at 15 Lee Place, Pat 
and 1207 Paterson Hal 
Turnpike, Wayne Tow 














Alexander K. Blatt has® 
to Suite 42 Real Es 
Building, 1421 Atlantic “Ave 

tlantic City. 




















Irwin J, Silverlight has 2 
his offices to the Rialt o The , 
Building, Suite 4, 101 


Avenue, Westfield. 
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Uniform State Laws 








1 Iny Continued from page 1 
This illustrates a basic ques- 


vn. It is inherent in the struc- 
-e Of the American Govern- 
ent that in general the laws 


‘the States shall not be uni- 
.m. Everyone is conscious of 


- fact that there is only a 
mited area of government 
“hin which the national ad- 
is given any au- 
sxity by the Constitution— 
mn aS it has been stretched 
- the Supreme Court’s use of 
2 elastic gussets of the public 
jfare clause and the inter- 
- °v°@icte commerce clause. But per- 
VJEC. Mos the full import of this fact 
MM not always realized: outside 
it limited area, each 
:; authority as absolute as 
‘Mexico or France or Vene- 
This arrangement has 
jus advantages to which 
e adverted. One of these 
ntages is that each state is 
oerimental laboratory. The 
; legislature can an 
ent; and if it proves sour, 
at state suffers. But if it 
s salutary, other states can 
if and when they see fit 
: nother advantage is that way: 
*-@ life vary sufficiently in 
parts of this count 
ike different rules of conduc 
different administrative ar- 
nents desirable. A tabula 
of the punishments fixed 
1 of the states for the sam 
e would furnish 
i > of this fact. And there 
° surprisingly few administra- 
¢ functions which are 
corresponding of 
en by corresponding cepar 
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PS G@ents, in all states. In fact, 
ointmee are few functions admin- 
a a} , + + 

ered by corresponding official: S 
states.* Colorado prohibits 

hue enation, but if such a 
Ws atute were proposed today in 
he 7 miscegenationistic state, the 
al equivalent of the Urban 
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League would have hysterics. 
Without belaboring the point 
further, it is fair to say that if 
the Old Bay State’s General 
Court (as its legislature is 
affectionately termed) wants to 
have an archaic or retrogressive 
statute on any subject, even if 
forty-seven other states have 
statutes on the same _ subject 
which most reasonable men 
would consider obviously super- 


ior, nevertheless it is for the 
national good that Yankee 
tenacity should have its way, 


and that mere considerations of 


uniformity should not induce 
any change, unless 
On this world unless, hinges 


the question of whether or not, 





in a given situation, the Con- 
ference should undertake the 
drafting of a uniform law—and 


often this question is difficult. 
An affirmative answer requires 
a situation in which confusion 
and conflict result if the law of 
one state differs from that of 
another. This would not be the 
case if Utah should decide to 
hang horse theives at the same 
time that Montana decided 
simply to incarcerate them for 
a week apiece. If Colorada re- 
quired three incorporators while 
New Mexico required eleven, 
no harm would be done. But if 
a bill of lading, or a promissory 
note, or a deposition, which was 


valid in New York was void on 
the other side of the Hudson, 
trouble would be inevitable. If 
a will directing that the income 
of a trust fund should be an- 
nually distributed, meant one 
thing on the eastern bank of 
the Savannah River and another 
thing on the western bank, there 
would be good reason to seek 
uniformity. In some instances 
the Conference has undertaken 
the drafting of an act on the 
theory that a uniform law was 
called for, and has ultimately 
adopted it as a model act in- 
stead 


Model Acts 

At various times, and with 
varying degrees of vigor, many 
members of the Conference have 
urged that it is appropriate and 
desirable for the organization 
to formulate model acts for the 
assistance of legislators in con- 
nection with situations which do 
not call for uniformity. There 
is a difference of opinion among 
the Commissioners. For thirty- 
years the Conference 
mulgated no acts except those 
V h it recommended for uni- 
form enactment by all the states. 
But since 1925 it has approved 
twenty-five “model acts,” which 
it does not propose that 
legislatures should use except for 

ir own convenience. 





pro- 





the 


h Nearly 
half of them were approved in 












1944 and 1952: five and six re- 

spectively. Probably many of 

these m 1 acts contai 

sages which have been useful to 

many legislatures, but (with 
exception i 

tioned in the 


eraph) only one tl 
ing to the extradition of men 


incompetents, 





tal 


been enacted 


Nas 
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in its entirety 


seven states, and some of them} centricity: 


state. On the whole, this record 
seems to support the position of 
the “Cobbler, stick to thy last” 
believers. 

However, the present official 
policy of the Conference con- 
cerning model acts has been 
thus stated: 

Where there is a demand for 
an act covering the subject 
matter in a substantial number 
of States, but where in the 
judgment of the National Con- 
ference of Commissioners on 
Uniform State Laws uniformity 
is not necessary or desirable, 
but where it would be helpful 
to have legislation which should 
tend toward uniformity where 
enacted, acts on such subjects 
are promulgated as model acts.‘ 

Most states, including Color- 
ado, have never adopted any of 
the twenty-five model acts in- 































tact. Of course there has been 
little opportunity for adoption 
of the seven model acts in the 
1951-1952 group it, even re- 
cognizing that ct, an average 
of about one enactment apiece 
out of a possible fifty-two, is a 
dramatic record—or lack of re- 
cord. 

Participation of Territories 

Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto Rico 
and the Dist of Columbia, 


accredited, active par- 
nference. The 


are fully 
ticipants in the C 
constitution of the Conference 
includes them in the term 
“states.” In this memorandum 
most of the references to “states” 















































follow that precedent. This re- 
sults in a trifling distortion of 
some of the statistics. For in- 
stance, the Conf figures 
show that y-two “states” 
have enacted some of the uni- 
form laws, which gives an ex- 
cellent record of 108%. To be 
technically correct, all refer- 
ences should be made to ‘“‘juris- 
dictions,’ but \ n any mis- 
understanding results from the 
present usage, the element of 
statistical error is negligible, and 
the figures give a_ correct 
general impressi Moreover, 
there are counter-balancing 
reasons which lower the figure 
concerning n of the acts. 
If each of fifty-nine uniform 
acts were passed in fifty-two 
jurisdictions, ove 3,000 enact- 
ments would be involved, and 
doubtless it sometimes happens 
that a state fails to notify the 
Conference of the passage of a 
uniform act; yme of the 
figures are incomplete. More- 
over many states have adopted 
uniform acts with so many local 
amendments tha difficult 
to decide whether or not they 
should be considered enactments 
of the uniform act, and many 
of these statutes have doubtless 
been omitted from the total. 
Selection of Commissioners 
Amusingly, the various states 
do not have uniform arrange- 
ments for their participation in 
the Conference. However, this 
demonstrates that uniformity of 
result may be hieved without 
uniformity of legislation, since 
every state does in fact de- 
signate Commissioners on Uni- 
form Laws erve aS mem- 
bers of the Conference. The 
lal pattern provides for three 





rs with stag- 
> years each, 
>d by the gov- 


regular commiss 
gered terms of 
one being appoin 
ernor each year 

A decade ago, in 1944, the Con- 
ference adopted model law 























sioners. At that time there were 
1 several states which did not 
conform to the three-man, 
three-year pattern. Even now 
some of the states, such as 
Tilinois, Indiana 1 Texas, have 
five commissioners each: and 
others, including Colorado, ap- 
point their commissioners for 
staggered six-year terms.’ The 
model act for the appointment 
of commissioners was also in- 

t 1 U.L.A vi (1950 
] Stat Anr 159 §§ 14-17 


6. Colo 
(1935). 





in more than| duced by a more important ec- 
; a substantial num- 
have not been so enacted in any| ber of the legislatures had never 


given any statutory sanction to 
the appointment of commis- 
sioners or to the participation of 
their Tespective states in the 
Conference. In more than a 


third of the States of the Union | 
this situation still exists. Eleven | 


states have now adopted this 
model act, but eighteen juris- 
dictions still have no statute 
on the subject. 

When an individual has worn 
the mythical toga of a Uniform 
Law Commissioner for two de- 
cades, which incidentally means 
that he must have been ap- 
pointed by a succession of the 
governors of his state, the Con- 
ference can, and usually does, 
bestow a life membership upon 
him. This gives his state an 
extra member of the Conference. 
There are twenty-two indivi- 
duals scattered in nineteen 
states, upon whom such status 
of conferential immortality has 
been conferred. 

The character of the Confer- 
ence cannot be correctly ap- 
praised without glancing at the 
individuals who have partici- 
pated in its work. They have in- 
cluded Woodrow Wilson, Roscoe 
Pound, John W. Davis, Louis D. 
Brandeis, James Barr Ames, 
Samuel Williston, William Dra- 
per Lewis, John H. Wigmore and 
Wiley Rutledge. 

Conference’s Influence on The 

American Bar Association 

Probably no article has ever 
previously been published which 


bas mentioned one important 
role which the Conference 
played in the history of the 


American Bar Association dur- 
ing some decades. When a group 
of sagacious and _ influential 
members of that association, 
most of whom were intimately 
acquainted with one another, 
met together immediately be- 
fore the association’s annual 
meeting, they inevitably dis- 
cussed among themselves the 
choice of officers and of execu- 
tive committee members for the 
association for the coming year. 
The consequence was that when 
the rank and file of the asso- 
ciation arrived during the fol- 
lowing week, and were precipi- 


tated into the melee of the 
American Bar Association’s 
meeting, the conversations 
which the commissioners had 


been carrying on among them- 
selves during the preceding week 
had a great deal to do with the 
selection of the slate that was 
to be elected. Loyalty to the 
Conference gave added impetus 
to this process of advance crvs- 
tallization of ideas concerning 
the American Bar Association’s 
dominant personnel, because the 
association was annually appro- 
priating a substantial amount of 
money for the necessary 
penses of the Conference; and it 
was therefore of direct concern 
to the Conference that the asso- 
ciation’s officers and executive 
committee should be sympa- 
thetic with its work for uniform- 
ity. And to the extent that the 


ex- 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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‘Federal Bar Elects New 


Officers 


Trade Regulation To Be 
Discussed At Next Meeting 


The Federal Bar Association 
of New York, New Jersey and 
Conn. elected Theodore R. Kup- 
ferman of New York as presi- 
dent for the coming year at its 
annual meeting on October 13th. 
Others elected include Theodore 
R. Jackson, secretary; Joseph N. 
Friedman, treasurer and Anna 
H. Zachs, financial secretary and 
Samuel S. Starr, New Jersey vice 
president. 

It was announced that the 
next meeting of the association 
would be held on Tuesday even- 
ing, Nov. 9, at the U. S. Court 
House, Foley Square, N. Y. The 
highlight of the meeting will be 
a discussion of trade regulation 


under the title “Monopolies, 
Mergers and Markets—A New 
Focus” in which Prof. Milton 


Handler, Hon. Thurman Arnold, 
Whitney North Seymour, Jerrold 


G. Van Cise and Bethuel M. 
Webster will participate. 
Announcement 

John C. Galiiard has moved 

his officed to 786 Broad St., 


Newark, 2. 
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Bar Association’s controlling 
positions were occupied by in- 
dividuals who were themselves 
members of the Conference, a 
sympathetic attitute was the 
more assured. In other words, 
it is safe to say that from the 
turn of the century until the 
American Bar Association was 
reorganized in 1936, the mem- 
bers of the Conference each year 
played an important, if not a 
predominant, part in the selec- 
tion of the association’s officers 
and executive committee. And 
to anyone familiar with the past 
personnel of the Conference, the 





list of those who served the 
association in these capacities 
reads as if it were the roster 


of an old home week for the 
leading spirits of the Conference. 
Naturally most of the thousands 
of members of the Bar Associa- 
tion were never conscious of 
this undercurrent in their or- 
ganization’s affairs. 
Conference Procedure 

The official statement of the 
organization and operation of 
the Conference is this: 

The object of the National 
Conference, as stated in its 
constitution, is “to promote 
uniformity in state laws on all 
Subjects where uniformity is 
deemed desirable and practic- 


able.” The National Conference 
works through standing and 
special committees. In recent 


years all proposals of subjects 
for legislation are referred to 
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a standing Committee ori Scope 
and Program. After due investi- 


gation, and sometimes a hear- | 


ing of parties interested, this 
committee reports whether the 
subject is one upon which it is 
desirable and feasible to draft 
a uniform law. If the National 
Conference decides to take up 
the subject, it refers the same 


to a Special committee with in- | 


structions to report a draft of 
an act. With respect to some of 
the more important acts, it has 
been customary to employ an 
expert draftsman. Tentative 
drafts of acts are submitted 
from year to year and are dis- 
cussed section by section. Each 
uniform act is thus the result 
of one or more tentative drafts 
subjected to the criticism, cor- 
rection, and emendation of the 
Commissioners, who represen: 
the experience and judgment of 
a select body of lawye rs chosen 
from every part of the United 
States. When finally approved 
by the National Conference,’ 
the uniform acts are recom- 
mended for general adoption 
throughout the jurisdictions of 
the United States and are sub- 
mitted to the American Bar 
Association for its approval. 
The National Conference has 
drafted and approved one hun- 
dred and twenty-four acts. It 
has also approved some acts 
drafted by other organizations 
Some of its own acts have been 


by National Conference action 
declared obsolete and _ super- 
ceded, or have been withcrawn, 
leaving at present a total of 
seventy-six acts being recom- 
mended for adoption. 

The American Bar Associa- 
tion's annual meetings usually 


flower in August or September. 
During the preceding week the 
Conference meets at the Bar 
Association’s headquarters hotel 
There the Commissioners sit in 
an appropriate ballroom at 
baize-covered tables studded 
with the name-placards of their 
respective commonwealths, and 
deliberate practically every 
morning and every afternoon— 
occasional even- 


not to mention 
ings. 

Standard legislative proced- 
ures are followed, including the 
accustomed committee-of-the- 
whole technique with its at- 
tendant formalities. When an 


act is under discussion, the com- 
mittee from which it has ema- 
nated sits facing the assembly 
at a corner table. On 
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appro- 


“| venient 


s| titled: 


| priate occasions the committee 


| confers, in true What’s My Line 
fashion, concerning changes 
proposed from the floor. Fre- 
quently the committee accepts 
a suggested amendment on the 
spot, thus sparing the Confer- 
ence the necessity of discussing 
the proposal and of voting on it. 
In many cases this saves the 
time and effort which would 
otherwise be involved if the pro- 
posal] caused the Conference to 
refer the measure back to the 
committee, in which event the 
committee would have to revive 
the question, review it de novo, 
and then ultimately report it 
back to the Conference for its 
final action. This is an arrange- 
ment which some of the state 
legislatures might well consider 
emulating. 

Acts customarily receive a 
preliminary adoption one 
year’s Conference, and final 
adoption at the following year’s 
meeting. Since 1937, it has been 
permissible to adopt an emer- 
gency act when it has been con- 
sidered at only one Conference. 
Frequently an act is considered 
at three or four successive years’ 
meetings before it is finally ap- 
proved. 


at 


ne advantage of a uniform 
act is found in the Conference’s 
drafting procedure. It is possible 
for the Conference to obtain the 
vices of a top-ranking na- 
tional expert to submit a pre- 
liminary draft. This draft 
then subjected to the protracted 
deliberations of an entire com- 
mittee of other experts, some of 
whom may also have nationai 
tanding in connection with the 
paake of the act. Finally, the 
draft has its well-seasoned work 
reviewed section by section and 
revised by the entire Conference. 
0 the Conference is a quasi- 
legislative body which contains 
“many eminent practitioners, 
judges and law school deans, 
that in the composite the body 
has a caliber which has probably 
never been equaled by that of 
any state legislature. The result 
should be, and doubtless usually 
is, a more perfect product than 
any state could hope to produce 
single-handed. An example of 
type of expert service avail- 
to the Conference, but not 
ordinarily available to an indi- 
vidual state, is seen in the work 
done by Samuel Williston as 
draftsman of the uniform acts 
on sales, on warehouse receipts, 
on bills of lading and on stock 
transfers. 
The Conference has stamped 
on the 


ser 


1S 


SO 


the 
tne 


able 


one or two trade-marks 
acts which it has sponsored, and 
these sometimes provide con- 


1s of identification. 
of the uniform laws are 
“A bill for an act to do 
so and so, and to make uniform 
the law with respect thereto.’ 
ut the title of an act appears 
only in the printed session laws, 
}and is lost when the statute is 
incorporated into the compiled 
laws. Of late the following sec- 
ition has customarily been in- 
cluded in acts recommended by 
the Conference: “Uniformity of 
Interpretation. This act shall be 
so interpreted and construed as 
to effectuate its genera] purpose 
to make uniform the law of 
those States that enact it.” 
The preceding section is not 
nly a trade-mark; it is an im- 
portant request, or mandate, 
that the legislature addresses to 
the courts which will ultimately 
pass upon the law’s import. It 
exhorts the judges to avoid the 
nullification of uniformity which 
results when two or more States 
place inconsistent judicial in- 
terpretations upon the identical 
salute. 


(To. be concluded) 


mear 
| Most 





Announcement 


Andrew Mainardi and Louis E. 
Mainardi have moved their of- 
fices 
23 Hamilton Street, Paterson. 
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6 South Fullerton | Office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street. | office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street. 
ntclair, County of | in the City of Newark, County of Essex. | (Room 734) in the City of Newark, County 

rsey (George K./| State of New Jersey (Joseph Solimine, be-'! of Essex, State of New Jersey (Louis L. 
agent therein and in| ing agent therein and in — thereof. | Feinseth being the agent therein and in 
process may be/| upon whom process may be | charge thereof upon whom process may be 
the requirements | complied with the requirements Of Title 14, | served), has complied with the requirements 
ral. of Revis-| (orporations, General, of Revised *ieeutns | of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
| 

| 


fil 
in which Edward | 
of New Jersey, | 
the o -fendants, . 
f New Jorses. Meier, Jr., being 
1954. large thereof 
served) has complied 
of Title 14. 
ed Statutes 
the issuing of 
NOW. THEI! 


State of the S 


' 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
gant | | | a : = 
St Ate OF ee J ERaEY NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANTS | STATE XEW_JBRSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JER 
DE TEAL OF STATE THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE D TMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION (L.8.) TO | CERTIFICAT OF DISSOLUTION OBRTIFICATS OF DISSOLUTION ® C “ERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| whom these presents may come, JOHN J. CANNON, ELLA CANNON, | To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whem these presents may come,| Tv all to whom these presents may come, 
and THE LITERARY SOCIETY OF | Greeting | Greeting: | Greeting: — se 

It appears to my sati ST. VINCENT FERRER, a corpora- | WHEREAS, It ar to my satisfaction,|. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction,) WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
tr tion of New York: | by duly authentica rd x the proceed- | By duly authenticated record of the proceed-| by « authenticated record of the proceed- 
J Y are he mmo yned and _Tequired to; ings for the vol lution thereof | ings for the voluntary disselution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
pon K reedman, | by the seantnens all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

is #14 yiders deposite y office that | holders, aes i ey | holders, pt es in 5 & ote e Ay 

Jersey, an | NEBENCROFT ESTATES, INC. sO 4. INC | "UTTING GR ; 
in ar cient la corporation tate, whose principal | @ corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, ehens principal 
| 









nt th verein "and in 
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ae ed with the requirement Title 
: ations, General, tevised Stat 
Jersey. prelimi nar y to the issuing 
s Certificate of Dissol 
; EREFORE, | 
State of Ne , 
eorporetion i 



















yrelimi of New hoses preliminary to the issuing | Statutes “! New Jersey, preliminary to the 
ae iminary, all of this Certific ef Dissolution. | issuing o of Dissolution. 

Secretary of | . NOW, THERE FORE, I, the Secretary of Now, THE y ). I, the Secretary of 

, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 

: ‘rtify that tae said corporation did, on the 
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the sai ‘ertif t ( fy that the said corporation did. on the 
rtify that tl on ertify tha > : 
October, > ay in = | Tk ieth day of September, 1954, file in my day of October, 1954, file in my 
consent | Vitice a duly duly executed and attested consent 
| writing to the dissolution of said cer- 


ing to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 





Spee] ration. executed by all the stockholders | ; 


record | thereof, which said consent and the record U 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
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executed and attested consent | 
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; : Fn Be! in my said office <8s provid ded by law lin my said office as provided by law. 
Ment wit R RBOR 1| IN TESTIMONY | WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, | 
set my har nd. af- have rato set my hand and af | ave hereto set my hand and _af- 
a t renton. | fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
th September.| .. ., this Thirtieth day of September. | this Eleventh day of October 
Isa Dt ne hundred | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred} (Seal A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
; ¢ > | and fifty-four. | aud fifty-four. 
J. PATTEN - PATTEN | EDWARD J. PATTEN, } EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Je retary of State. ae | Secretary of State. Secretary of State. 
14 238 9 g9| L.J.—Oct. 7, 14, 21 $12.80 | L.J.—Oct. 14, 21, 28 _ $12.80 
$12.80 | ‘ -80 
. sacinesicesineiiass 
‘ | TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: | STATD OF. SEW 7 
a EW JPRSEY | TAKE NOTICE that, the undersigned will | op EPARTMENT OF STA ; 
, F STATE ) ex County Court at the | CURTIFICATE OF DISSOLU 1ON 
sig DISSOLUTION ark, New Jersey, on Novem- | To pl tu whom these presents may come, 
~ 3 resents at t 2 Ss sreeting = 
its may come, betes tha MB T ew he WHERE It appears to my satisfaction, 
rf rs to my satisfaction. th R by duly poo le icated record of the proceed- 
rd of th proceed: ROLLAND B. IKE ings for the voluntary dissolution the 
seat thereof | Arthur W. Herrigel, Attorney by the unanimous viper ay A a the st 
spa e stock: } Street holder deposited in that 
. Naw ceocnas OBFICE, PROPERTIES, INC. oan 
7 14. 21. 28 $5.04 | 8 corporation of this State, whose principal 
, Atom Dp , ; : Pas office is _ Situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
“lias OLEMAN he subscri en ae —— in the y of Newark, County of Essex, 
: WALDRON, Attorneys that the undersigned will] State of "New ‘Jersey (Milton H. Goldberger, 
‘ ‘ ‘4 rney = = County Court, Court | beimg the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
| . November 3, | 'po whom process may be served), has 
4 iS. Nov. 4 1 JERSEY 1 authorizing | Complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
= = : F STATE Hedgebet assume the| ‘erporations, Genera of Revised Statute 
7 ; ; OF DISSOLTTI | Alexander James. and Pearl | of New Jersey. preliminar ae the issuing 
= T ¢ hese presente eh - me, | to assume the name of Pearl | of nica ere x ax eae” corer 
for WH eee eee ae oe - » of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
at d “ree rd m thee ochcned: A vice evs. Certify that the sawid corporation did. on the 
nes oluntary diesolution thereof | anc 2 Twenty-seventh day of September, 1954, file 
s a ine went f all tha’ eine® vebeth. fant by in my office a duly executed and attested 
rs, d ce. that - Natural consent in writing to the dissolution of said 
s Sua corporation, executed by all the stockholdere 
- | | Elias G Wil Tease Atty. th whic said consent and the re 
a ffi ] Academy Street f Bega lings aforesaid are now on 
r . News 9 > f office as pr yy law 
: s O Hobart Thee Ta, 21, 28 56 IN s WilEREOI 
y. d , * . 5 : ~ | have my hand io 
e me | re fixed my official seal. at r 
a : s * may be served). | STATE OF NEW JERSEY this Twenty-seventh day of Se 
4, 2 28, Nov. 4 $6.72 $ DEPARTMENT OF STATE (Seal) ber, A. Ve ‘ me thousand nine hundred 
> “ es : CERTIFICATD OF DISSOLUTION nd tif re 
Et we ow apply to t ssuing of this Certificat , all to whom these presents may ceme, EDW AR D ‘J. PATTEN, 
saree ewark, New J NOW, THEREFORE, I Secretary of | Greeting Secretary of tate. 
17 at 2 P.M r a| tate of the State of New De Hereby WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | .J.—Oct. 7. 14, 21 $12.80 
AssUmr mes fy the n did on the y duly authenticated record ef the preceed- 
sb nd R t in my ags for the voluntary disselution thereof STA ATP OF NEW JERSEY 
is f d consent hy the unapimous consent of all the steck- DEPARTMENT OF STA 
- nm Sse g nowr 1 corpor- | solder esited in my office. that CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
tes at ted ee 2 he stockholders OT rO H. OPPENHEIMER CO. To all to whom these presents nay come, 
L a Ts bereof. which said consent and the record | a corporation of this State. whose principal 
Se f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | office is situated at No. 382 Frelinghuysen SAS, It appears to my satiafaction, 
sey ae a my said office as provided by law Avenue, in the City of Newark. ¢ of ithenticated record of the proceed- 
7 ov. 4, 11 $5.04 IN TESTIMONY WHDPRBOF j Essex, State of New Jersey (The ne { r mi e voluntary di wsol ution thereof 
have my and nd. af- Rochow, being the agent therein and in charge] by the unanimous ¢ - sent of se stock 
STATD OF NEW JEE fixed nea Trenton. | ther eof. upon whom process may be served). | holders. deposited ir my office 
! AK ['MENT OF STATE t f eam nas complied with the requirements of Title | KRUG DISTRI I ‘TORS. INC. 
CATE OF DISSOLUTION Sea ¢ i an 14. Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | a corporation of this pi whose priracipa@l 
t whom these presents 3 come f f he f New Jersey preliminary ce the issuing | office is situs ea Academy Street, 
ting EDWARD J. PATTEN rf Certificate of Dissvlution. | in the City inty 
a kK S to my a Necretary of State THEREFOR] 1. the Secretary at | State of Ven ‘ (David 
: cord of Oct. 3. 14. 2 $12.80 the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | peing the agent “rel nd in charge t 
¢ the said corporation did on the| upon whom be served) 
= I of September, 1954, file in| ireme ute of 
m) executed and attested consent | evised 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor-| te the issuing 
z “ ration, executed by all the stockholders | of this (Certificate of Dissolution 
reof, wh said consent and the record Now THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary ef 
2 : f the proceedings aforesaid are now oa file! state of the State of New | y. Do Hereby 
my said office as previded by law | ic tio on the 
e ag TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I) Twe ay of tember, 1954, file 
* ave hereto set my hand aud af I fice a duly ited and attested 
fixed my officia! sea at Trentor to the dissolution of said 
tl e day of Septem the stockholders 
yusand nine hundred , t and the record 
aforesaid are now on file 
s . PATTEN n provided by law 
against the subscr State ) ESTIMONY WHERE i 
FRANK “MAHON $12.80 levee Geel Pe 
xO) ROTHENBER( aiale ch wae offici sea to 
e x a Wi tcacae a d : this Twenty-seven day of Septem 
wor NOY U Dated: September 14, 1954) (Seal) b A.D. one thousand nine hundred 
- 1) le 7. 14, 21. 28. Nov. 4 -| ESTATE OF LE MIL MINK, deceased. . tifty-four 
said consent and ¢ kane | Pursuant to the tof SAMUEL §S EVWARKD J. PATTDN 
said are s AIB E R Surrogate Eseex, Secretary of State 
8 this day made, on the the | L.J Oct. 7 14, 21 $12.80 
* ‘ ned, Administrator I f said sailed 
RT ’ s notice is hereby given to the ST. A TE OF NEW JE RSE Y 
me POP tate ade Pe of said deceased, to exhibit to the DEI Ak ~ ote NT OF 
Gr %. « tle sad r under oath or affirmation, their ERTII 4 O} SS RuSESE U TION 
Wy As 4 5 s act — ms and demands against the estate of | 7 1 t whom thea presenta may come, 
4 ent recor roceed aid deceased, within six months from this Greeting 
4 r v v s t r f A! REY lat e 4 1 b forever barred 1 IE REAS I appears to my satisfaction, 
* a . k } prose r covering the same t luly authenticated re rd of the proceed 
28 ' as Z ERTIFI I : TION i the subseriber xg t vO tary lixsolution thereof 
—_—__ ee z a7 CORPORATIO? » all to whom these presents may come | ROLAND H. STRADER t snimo nsent of all the stock 
r Stat se pr do 3 | STEELMAN, LAFFERTY & ROWE oldere devonited e that 
S 55 r Street pa! aaa dal atisfactior ttorneys KENNEDY METAL ‘ pRODUCTS 
\ r “ rene y , f this whose 
4 x Jersey (Jerom sler ‘ « r ‘i y t bis ffi is situated at 82 Ss orth 
£ agent ¢ and i r s Ms ” a stock the ¢ of East Orange, 
rocess may | s T s Lesa ig New Jersey (A 
r rem 14 I t ig ere a 
- r {3 r f ] s ea . r r Fs yf 5 . ” wess may 
ers or ry t 8s 7 a n e req 
Diss . . ; Genera 
\ s ry f v ‘ 8 , I 
x ¢ ” > - x 4 of Disso 
= ¢ - 3 et ¢ ‘ ay ‘ y OR 
: ee. = 174 served), 8 ef j with t requiremente Sta chee Pr t Xt 
+ f Title 14 ations, Ger of Revised - 
executed & sted e« eas “hie ahine te Oe g ae oe Cee es 
wrat ‘acamited. We oa the atackholdere | seuing, of this Cert ate of Dissolution aig a duis 
E r > — W. THERE! Serretary of bs riting to the diss 
t r res ‘ e of Ae Do Heret rporation, executed by all the stockholders 
s ffi . pr a r . er ‘ aid co eT and the record 
PESTIM¢ vH 4) # : ; ; thas r ws a said now file 
a ~ e a y exe ed] attested consent | ' ro ‘ la 
a - riting ¢t t f said cor STIMONY 
te t t stockholders Eur 1a ra “ie 
wereof e: , the record aa r n a i Ae 
weedings now on fi I Niu ne 9 >- this Twenty-sevent 
aa en aw J Fe 4. 11 ae 62 (Seal A.D., one thousand 
“¥ ‘ 3 and ef —— ¥ and fifty-four a, 
renter ElPWakD J. PATTEN 
Wy toy f State 
s T September .. fet 2% 44. Ot $12.5 
Sea A.l) ,one t 1 nine hundred 29 i, 14, 21 $12.80 
a t DWAE] Dated embe 1954 
the point or f pas by ARD . OF I RETIA PISHON "TORK EY 
known and designat 7. 14, 2 $12.80 rauant to the orde SAMUEL 8 
leventh Street, Newark SA Surrogate of E waka 
premi ‘ Vi MI M ma n f 
premises conr dt tk. ‘ a yg ! xecut ae ceased 
Ci ] r at the reby xg Jitors of 
i¢ : = Nox * rom , to exhibit to the s acz Ider 
this 74 , Sac s ne P jer " or affirmatio their aims 
t . 2 ete | TRUST COMPANY Fee ee ea cota nope thy 
. var ' | t they 
Judg wre — | 1“ «OF 
ts ai & GIBBONS . rider 
ind 2a 4 H ITION 
Fante = : 4 1 Street ( 
“ye 1—s Oct. 7, 14. 21, 28 , ) 
ot 1.—Oct. 7, 14, 21. 2 $5.98 - J t 4 
r r 1 t mher 21 — — 
gos ate S « jers Né ‘ Dated: September 30, 1954 
ee etif + ¢ “a rperat er f SAMUEL. s STATE OF EDNA DICKINSON. deceased 
¢ ¢ ° m4 the ont of Eesex Pure t to the e SAMl EL 8 
+ reent ar att roplication f the| SAIBER,. Surrogate if the nty of Essex, 
“g the ss f said deceased, | thix da made oO the application of the 
t ’ the to the ecreditora of ndersigned Foxe trix of id deceased, 
erent @a sent a - to the subscriber | notice he y given to creditors of 
° 1 v ' é es 8 esald ar n o ¢ aime and / said deceased, ¢t exhibit 
‘ovember 3, 195 ‘ said offive aa provided hr A d 1 deceased ler r affirmatior 
nent to assume the N TESTIMONY WH OF 1 w t te. or they mand 3 t the estate 
soe Once CO ave heret _, net my hand an id af : he forever t arred | fron zg eithin «ix months from this 
( and ROBERT fixed mv Micia oa at renton . t } « t iber ‘ t forever barred from 
tively. this First day of _A D , THE NATIONAL. STATE BANK Werlt me against the a 
a Ses on thousand ni! 1 and OF NEW ARK EI IZAB ETH L. GILCHRIST 
tiffs four us ORNER ttorneys DAVID ¢ ALMON, Attorney 
J. PATTEN BY Lihat & HORNER, A ney I Pangan’ Wage rney 
of State “J hatham NJ 
28 $6.3 J 0 21 $12.80 Sent > Oct. 7. 14. 21. 28 LJ oO 7. 14. 31. 20. Mev. 4 
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ANOTHER ALL-STATE EXCLUSIVE! 


4 Original Scenes Apropos the N. J. Lawyer 
AMERICAN LEGAL SCENES ... A SERIES 


Exclusively Designed for the Legal Profession 
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AMAIA ECKL SCENE 


+4. EARLY MORNING COURT 
SELECT ONE (1) SENTIMENT— 

A. “‘Season’s Greetings” 

B. “*Season’s Greetings — 
A Merry Christmas and A Happy New Year” 
100 Cards with Envelopes “@ $12.00 with Name Printed 
200 Cards with Envelopes “ $23.00 with Name Printed 
300 Cards with Envelopes “ $33.00 with Name Printed 
400 Cards with Envelopes “ $42.00 with Name Printed 
500 Cards with Envelopes “ $50.00 with Name Printed 
1000 Cards with Envelopes “ $90.00 with Name Printed 

5% Discount on Orders Prepaid and Received by December Ist 
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SENTIMENT “A” OR “B”, AND CARD NUMBERS ¢ 
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INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS 


page 5) Thus, if on this last vote two 
————— senators for the amendment had 
tion 2 which paired with two senators op- 
7. This simpl€ ocd to it, the result would have 
is literally been reversed. Fifty- 












We note, however, that the 
: ,_. record shows that two senators 
re simp!¥ for the amendment (Senators 
°° + 
co ume Lennon of North Carolina and 
Tink McCarran of Nevada) paired 
veewe<°s with one senator (Murray of 
it is obvious that the imposition yrontana 
of the huge mass of additional |The othe 
work which this section would aie allie 
impose upon them would result 344 ste ante 





only in confusion and in work .>-6nt on official business of the 






















being badly done. 












facts in the Congr 


Congress which throw a beam of 
light upon our obj ns. 


1789 to 1939. He pointed out that 


1939 there had been 1441 inter- 
national agreements, 
treaties. This is a total of 2882 
agreements ior the fifty years; 
or an average of a little less than 
sixty a vear. 

On February 5 (p 1329) Senator 
Hennings stated: 

“According to the testimony 
of the Secretary of State, over 
10,000 executive agreements have 
been made solely in connection 
with the NATO system 

This great growth of interna- 
tional compacts clearly means 
that Congress could not possibly 
perform its duty imposed by this 
section of the George Amend- 
ment. 

Then, too, we see no reason 
why a treaty should be valid 
when two-thirds of the senators 
present approve the President’s 
action in making the treaty; and 
in contrast with this, “an inter- 
national agreement other than a 
treaty” must be approved by 
both houses of Congress, though 
only by a majority vote of each 
house. 

What Alexander Hamilton said 
in the Federalist Papers about 
the treaty procedure in the Con- 
stitution would apply with still 
greater force here.’’ If this sug- 
gested procedure were required 
to be followed in the case of all 
international agreements, there 
could be neither “decision, sec- 
recy nor dispatch.” 

On February 26 this George 
Amendment was voted upon. It 
was obvious that the vote would 
be close; and it was close. The 
press has reported that the vote 
was about to be counted as 60 to 
30, which would have meant the 
approval of the amendment by 
the Senate. At the last moment, 
however, Senator Kilgor is said 
to have rushed into the Senate 
Chamber and recorded his vote 
against the amendment. 

The amendment was thus de- 
feated by one vote. While the 
fact that the substitution of the 
George Amendment for the Fer- 
gusen Amendment by a vote of 
61 to 30 might suggest that the 
only change was that one sena- 
tor switched a vote from the 
George Amendment, the fact is 
that a comparison of the votes 
cast in these two cases shows an 
entirely different line-up in 
them. 

An interesting observation is 
to be made here about the 
“pairing system” in the Senate. 
It is of course well known that 
when two senators of opposite 
views are absent on the occasion 
of an important vote they “pair” 
off. Neither one votes; and thus 
they accomplish the same result 
as if they had been present and 
voting. 

On these treaty ratifications, 
however, when the amendment 


| cannot pass unless the votes are | 
12 to 1: 


the situation is different. 











10. Virginia Law Review October, 1953 
Vol. 39 p. 733 . 


There are two statements of 
iene Record 
sion of the 83rd 


On February 25 (p 2129) Sena- 
tor Mansfield’ put in the Record 
a table of such agreements from 
in the fifty years from 1889 to 


and 524 


Senate. We are unable to state 
what their views are on this 
subject. 

Naturally we dislike to criti- 
cize severely those who oppose us 
in a matter of his kind. The sup- 
porters of the Bricker Amend- 
ment have, however, taken so 
many queer positions that we 
would be remiss if we did not lay 
stress on some of them. 

The first strange thing was to 
torture the debates in the North 
Carolina Convention in 1778 sc 
as to attribute a remark about 
the State Bill of Rights to apply 
to a Federal Bill of Rights when 
at that time there was no Fed- 
eral Bill of Rights.” 

Another weird performance 
was the so-cailed “which clause”. 
As we have pointed out above. 
that clever magazine “The New 
Yorker” scathingly disposed of 
this. Then later the Senate it- 
self gave it a decent burial. 

Perhaps the worst bit of illogic 
was disposed of by Senator Wiley 
in the last of his many fine 
speeches, made on February 26. 
He said: 

“With respect to the wording 
‘anything in the Constitution 
or laws of any State to the 
contrary notwithstanding,’ it 
is erroneously claimed by some 
Bricker proponents that the 
word ‘Constitution’ in this 
position refers to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. This 
claim is refuted, of course, by 
mere inspection of the lang- 
uage of clause 2 (Article VI of 
the Constitution). It is the 
Constitution or laws of any 
state which must give way be- 
fore ‘This Constitution’ of the 
United States, its laws and 
treaties.” 

Let us supplement Senator 
Wiley’s remarks by calling at- 
tention to the point that one of 
the matters which brought on 
the 1787 Convention in Phila- 
delphia was the fact stated by 
Edmund Randolph of Virginia in 
the very first bit of business of 
the Convention: 

“That it (The Federal Gov- 
ernment’) was not even para- 
mount to the State constitu- 
tions.” 

Unfortunately the entire de- 
bate in the Senate on this ques- 
tion almost completely ignored 
what went on in this 1787 Con- 
vention. Making a Constitution 
is similar to the manufacture of 
an automobile. If you want to 
get the best information as to 
details of the construction of 
Ford automobiles, there is no 
better place to find out than at 
the Ford plant in Detroit. 

Similarly, the best source of 
information about our Constitu- 
tion is James Madison’s notes 
of the debates at Philadelphia 
in 1787. No one who has followed 
the creation of Article VI Para- 
graph 2 of our Constitution 
through this Convention could 
possibly confuse the relative 
priorities of the Federal Written 
Laws over all State Written laws. 

Nor could any one possibly 
conclude that a treaty or an ex- 
ecutive agreement is not now 
subordinate in all particulars to 
the Federal Constitution. 





11. Virginia Law Review October 1953/ : 


n. 741 
12. Virginia Law Review October 1953 
p. 734 
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Sow. THERE FORE I, the Secretary of cow IPREFORE. I. the Secretary of 


e State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
the said corporation did. on the} 
of October. Se fle in my 


e State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
the said corporation did on the 
i day of October. 1954. file in 
nd attested consent 
tion of said cor- 
the stockholders 
and the record 
are now on file 








“procesdinns af toresaid — now on fil le 






said office as provided | in i provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY x HEREOF. I IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af-/| have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal at Trenton fixed my official seal. at —— 
. this ee day of October. | this Twenty-second day of October, 
- D — thousand nine ed | (Seal) AD thousand nine Touma’ 
nd fifty-four. | a our. 
EDw ARD J. PATTEN. PATTEN. 
Seeretery of S&te-te. | State. 
—Oct. 28. Nov. 4. 11 $12.80; 13 il $12.80 








STATE OF NEW ye tk 
























2 DEPARTMENT OF STA 
aston eto Dated: October 13. 1954 ( “ERTIFIC ATE OF FSSOLUTION 
Li sai svat died | bcs ais OF a meee Le aaa a To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Ee | rs € ¢ Greeting 
ve» | s Surrogate of the County of Essex, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
x | made. on the application of the] py duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


igned, Executrix of said deceased.! ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
i hereby given to the creditors ef | by the unanimous consent of gil the stock- 
said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber holders, deposited in office that 





creditors of 
t subscriber 
aims and 





| 
1 

deceased. j oath or affirmation. their claims and ASMAR COR tPORATION 
| de mands against the estate of said deceased. | 9 corporation of this State, whose principal 
' thin six months from this date. or they] office is tuated at No. 60 Park Place, 





County of Essex, 


be “forever barred from prosecuting or] in the City 
el I. Metzger, be- 


w } 
recovering - same against the subscriber. | state of New Jer 









UST 
KE NNEALLY, Atto ney 














e- 3 MARY LaTORRE ing the agent erein and in charge thereof, 
st ce 3 ee cate NICHOLAS D. CARUSO, Attorney upon whom process may be served), has 
14. 21. 28. Nov. 4. 11 sed of according 101 Broad Street complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
aoe seems ! S t ments and 4 izabeth. x aoe ° m Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
‘ poe i ss ie 7 t is action LJ Oct. 21, 28, Nov. 4, 11, 18 of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
on, Essex | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Dated kn | NOW, THERDFORE, I, the Secretary of 







own and TAKE NOTICE that we will apply to the! crate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


TME)? ATE | 
ATE OF Di SSOL UCTION Street, Irvington, New 





JOAQUIM 






































































a “i Ah eo x Eesex County Court. Newark, New Jersey. | (ortity » said corporatio id. on the 
: hom these vresents may come, the tax maps of | on November 17, 1054 at 2 P.M. for a| yori? {hat the said corp “ie ae 
7 . judgment to assume the names: > > > 
ppears to my satisfacti re I > ; - my office a duly executed and attested consent 
y va rel Me "recor¢ ‘of the wreceas: noe Ngo os Richard a Burnett and Reina Burnett.| jy writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
, rt voluntary < ition thereof | « a l respectiv Bie poration, executed by all the stockholders 
i us consent of al Julius Bogol jib and Reine Blessed Bogolub thereof, which said consent and the record 
> Anthony C. Bla asi of the proceedings aforesaid are —_ on file 
Attorney for Plaintiffs in my sai id office as provided by la 
a 136 sone Street N TESTIMONY WHEREOF. P 
a , ” n- | NOWETR. New cersey lt “pomete set my hand and af- 
' ate laventh L.J Oct 21, 28, Nov. 4, 11 $5.04 fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
r h 8 5 . Zwert this First day of November, 
Ga t {EIDA MARTINS use you (Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred 
yoUR LITWIN orney a ae lands: Ste OF NEW JE ay and fifty-four. peeee'>: 
Me St. Georsca Avanne” — have DEPARTMENT OF STAT EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
9. N i part of CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Secretary of State. 
4ut, 28. Nov. 4, 11, 18. 25 - Josef | 70 all to whom these presents may come, | LJ Nov. 4, 11, 18 $12.80 
———$$__$__—. olution. j awa Mikolaj- Greeting: 2 ee 
| the Secretary ef . venth share WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Hints Getahar e of the St tat e of 5 = Jersey, Do Hereby n howska also| 0¥ duly authenticated record of the proceed: DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OF ELIZABETH SEDLA fy that the said cerporation did. on the Orchowski, because you | i2&8 for the voluntary dissolution thereof CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
mish Cieaks SED! ntieth day of October, 1954, file in my share in such lands;| >¥, the unanimous consent of all the stock-| 79 ail to whom these presents may come. 
ily executed and attested consent ause you have a one-| 2Qlders. deposited in my office that 8 Greeting: . . 
the dissolution of said cor- ands: Joseph Rut- NATIONAL pile IAL BUILDINGS HEREAS., It appears to my satisfaction. 
ited by all the stockholders maki also Josef Rutkowski. be- CORPORATION by ‘i ily authenticated record of the proceed- 





ite right of curtesy | #,,C?rporation of this State. whose principal | ing the voluntary dissolution thereof 
la to which your office is situated at 207 Market Street.| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
; sntitled: Rogalia | in the City of Newark, County of Pasex. | jolders. “deposited in my ote e that 
n have a one State of New Jersey (J. M. Judge, LECO REALTY CO. 
&: Wladyslaw | Deine the agent therein and in charge thereof | q evrporation of this State i principal 
. : . upon whom precess may be served). has | office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street. 


» a one-eleventh *; ; ‘oT - : 
Mikoleieerke complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Room 904. in the City of Newark, County of 





said consent and the record 
pr — aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
my hand and af- 
I seal, at Trenton 
this Twentieth day of October, 
























1 A.D ne thousanc ine n¢ la} ¢ pid ich ons. Gener@!. of Revised Statutes | fecsex, State of New Jersey (Milton J. Lesnik, 

the same against the subscriber and seeies vpitsiltig one Sb vel ng P Jersey, preliminary to the issuing Seine thee poh nt therein and in charge thereof, 

ANNA MOL N AR EDW ARD J. PATTEN ee fi lod: if this. Certificate of Dissolution. upon whom process may be served), has 

H AR _ & WARD, Attorneys | Secretary of State on cs al = tled ; NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | cgmolied with the requirements of Title 14, 

Stree L.J.—Oct. 28, Nov. 4. fi $12.80 meters St ave @ ate of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby rporations. General. of Revised Statutes 

9 NJ = : . Mi ands; Stanislaw Certity that the said corporation did. on the ew Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
4, 11. 18, 25, Dec. 2 cots at. 5 ae Thirtieth day of September. 1954. file in my| of this Certificate of Dissolution, 





duly exeeuted and attested consent); NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 





dated: November 1, 1954 
SILLY. 


a 
deceased ve a one-forty- 
















\ 0 
ragT \ > . A ae : in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
SPARTA i. NT y ane SATIRE Suey SAMU it ser, Phe eat he A 2. Oe baie Fn onony poration, executed by all the stockholders | ; ettity thag the said corporation did, on the 
FICATE OF DISSOLUTION ie Fe ad of tt Rede toda Ah, By Four Hinge father. | thereof. which said consent and the record | First day of November, 1954, file in 
re “whom these presents. may com rsigned, A aid de pba tcc ni Pi een en-| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file! my office a duly executed and attested consent 
' j ae a j tice | 7  ereadtit ra of rhe tt letka. be-| tn my said office as provided by law . in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
j 2. eopeste to my satisfactio ased t ‘eute eriber ashes Spey IN| TESTIMONY WHE REOF, I poration, executed by all the stockholders 
ree rd of the p i iP rth i Saae  Heeaiee have hereto set my hand and af-| thereof. which said consent and the record 
‘vol of Is deceased Tadwica Wesesut fixed my official seal. at. Trenton. | if the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
Li intar dissol , s d deceased, Jadwiga Brzecki this Thirtieth day of September, s 





in my said office as pr by law 






















. ) ant + bh x dec 
e nim me cconsen . oe _ a 1e k s or they you and each| (Seal) A.D... ene thousand nine hundred IN TEST IMO: NY . WHEREOF, I 
one hin P wT pa P Share, or @ ‘cal fifty-four. * have hereto set my hand and af- 
EX REAL ands to EDWARD J. PATTEN, fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
A : Anni Hauke, Secretary ef State. this First day of November, 
she survived: | ..J.—Oct. 28, Nov. 4, 11 $12.80 | (seal) A... one thousand nine hundred 

¢ an inchoate and fifty-four. 
pa f the lands to * EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

; islaw Hauke, is Dated: October 11, 1954 Secretary of State 
ski, because you| ESTATE OF KATHRYN ALSTON, deceased.| ) yoy. 4. 11. 18. : $12.80 
2 rig f esy in the Pursnant to the order of SAMUEL 8 : ree re 














he undersigned will 
{ ‘ounty Court, Court 
Jersey on the 24th day 
2:00 P.M 
assume the names 


fe. Halina | SALBER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, | 
i,| this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Administrator of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | 





STATE OF SN d 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 

To all to whom these presents may come, 

















« VE t ae nder oat or atior > elai Greeting F : 
Sears ype aa ta aed . Gcmuate pol AB ge ergs rs Se _ WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
wife Kaz r / thin six months from this date, or they|?% duly a t wie ee abi i ; oe: oe os 
s Mik I vil Be _ barred from prosecuting or | }' th OF, aes Ses sppseeseah : erg Ate <1 «ata 
5 Roza Kow recoveri ame against the subseriber. | \’” J consent pe a I Lg stock- 
nave a THE "HOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION si SERVICE INC 
ne-e PARSONNET, WEITZMAN & ORANSKY, Nisigeos, “se pit ee 





Attorneys p 





















































zvk wo ‘ t] road Street aly 
ved awa M Zz X 2 oN : : 
’ Oct. 21, 28, Nov. 4, 11, 18 i hnak aie na 
a he 
» Creditors of Eureka Savings y and Loan wih th 
iation of Newark, New J ¥y. whose | P . é 
kK ts ave b en. transferred in b re- | “- 
SCOTT n the formation of the Eureka] . ae Fateae arctica 
é P Ww r Court Loan Association Liquidating | ; W I at ee Os 
a HANCER ] SSEX CUNT 3 | ; 1 on ¢ 
NTATH ie NEW - ) = : Y05-53 " 2 8 $61.74 iven tt at a persons | ,.. oe oh 
*ARTMENT OF STAT r Sa Sotiecanes, rint 1 ined Ki Savings and | * ae 
ATE OF BESS! UTION I cg s \ s & or E Savings and ops i cor 
hom these present me t r s R. deceased E fuiictacd free Corporation, | = =. 
= > cA T - | neratior xe va ‘ tockholde 
I | t ch claims under oath at the| - ; ee Pe ; mapa 
” fice Savings and Loan Association } S nen aanetaae : ae wae aati 
f ration. 408 Chancellor Ave-} oY Jo a aiioar wave ia ice fare = 
Jersey, within 3 months |p ee STIVMOQXNY. WE ( 
‘ ce or be barred forever ~ 7 igh ao ‘galore 0 R _ Ps 
i r ion thereon. ’ mv official seal at Trentor 
_and_ Loan Association his First day of November 
9 Satacies OouaRe ( Pao Corporation Sea aad tho sand nine indred 
t 4 or ) 
rh : on°Y;, 4. 11. 18, 25. DW ARD. J. PATTEN, 
ae Dec. 2 2 0) $25.6 etary of State. 
: : la E.3 Nov A 11, 18 $12.80 
3 I | Dated Gere het Th. 1s! ae SEES ASS = 
et. 97° 28 $11, 18 FREDERICK cnown as | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
es FERDINAND SPRIETZER or DPPARTMENT OF STATE 
a ER, deceased CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
- : er 14, 1954 * the order | To all to whom these presents may come 
ee | i ot s 7 | Clreeti 
9 Nh r 9 WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
. a by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
« s 1aaq f] } 


nes for the voluntary diesolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock 

holders, deposited in mv office. that 
ADPEC CO., INC 















- be ¢ ffir Pe a corporation of this State whose principal 
a ‘one Cd iffice “| at No. 786 Broad Street, 
f ver har : agair e 8 Newark, County of Essex. 
¢ ¢ er a ga h : a 

vrering the same ‘A iE L MSTE T TE re e ¢ w Jersey (I. Henry Coyne, be- 
s THE HOWARD SAV MAU TNE R, Attorney i the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
iftk I P JOHN F. CONNOLLY 4 “ce Street npon whom process may be served). has 
5 ‘tho sand hundr - ; on ‘ rn 11 Commerce Street hig Seas Sas complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
: ad. c ree Short , eva i ae t. 28. Nov. 4. 11. 18. 25 Corporations, General, of the Revised Statutes 
PATTEN, 5 ; eeaan oe ; L.J.—Oct. 21, 28. Nov oie ies ‘ ‘ of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 

S . € malt hee : : - ~~ | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

















; Dated: October 25. 1954 NOW, THPREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
= October 21, 1954] ESTATE OF JOHN A. CHAPP =. deceased | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
THAT » undersigned | TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 2AGLIA, decease Pursuant to the order of SAMUEL S.| Certify that the said corporation did on the 


the undersigned will 
County Court at the 
New Jersey. on Nov- 
2:00 p.m. (E.S.T.). for 
me the names of Jacob 
*. Rudd, David R. Rudd. 


of SAMUEL m4 SAIBER, Surrogate of the County of Essex,| First day of November. 1954, file in my 

minty of Essex s day made, on the application of the] office a duly executed and attested consent 
cation of the| undersigned, Executor of said deceased,| 1n writing to the dissolution of eaid cor- 
sid deceased. | notice is hereby given to the creditors of said} noration, executed by all the stockholders 
the creditors of | deceaesed. to exhibit to the subscriber, thereof. which said consent and the record 
o the subseriber| under oath or affirmati their claims and| of the proceedings aforesaid are = on file 
t claims and | demands against the es state of said deceased, | in my said office as provided by 





TAKE NOTIC 








2:00 
e th names of Harold 
Karen Laura Frost and 









Frucht, Dora Fru 


















; Fru “ht and Ro RE DNITSEY, lag eitaelie and of said deceased, | within six months from this date. or they IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
we f DAVID RUD- s date, er they | will be forever barred from prosecuting or have hereto set my hand and af- 
MARK W RUDNITSEY. m prosecuting or| recovering the same against the subscriber. fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
BERTHA F. RUDNITSKY. t the snbseriber. THE NATIONAL STATE BANK ; this First day of November, A. 
I 7¥ PALUMBO OF NEWARK (Seal) = thousand nine bundred and 
Plaintiffs Attorn 2RUC G y-four. ns 
ree Street inc toe EDWARD J, PATTEN, 
~ Jersey ewa 2, : m ; No. Arlington, N. J. _ Secretary 18 State. 
4 ov. 4.11, 18. 35 oe ° 21, 28. Nov. 4. 11 $7.14 Oct. 28) Nov. 4. 11, 18, 2% L.J.—Oct. 28, Nov. 4, 11, 18, 25 L.J.—Nov. 4, 11, 18 $12.80 
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Federal Bar Tax 
Committee Luncheon 
V. Henry Rothschild II, well 

known authority on salary and 
executive pay plans, will speak 
on “Salary and Deferred Com- 


pensation Under the New Tax 
Law” at a Tax Committee 
Luncheon of the Federal Bar 


Association of N. Y., N. J. and 
Conn. to be held at Tramers 
Restaurant, 1 West 42nd St., 
New York on Monday, November 
15th at 12:15 P. M. The luncheon 
charge will be $2.00 and guests 
are invited. 

Mr. Rothschil is co-author 
with Judge George T. Washing- 
ton of “Compensating the Cor- 
porate Executive” and also co- 


author of “Pay Contracts with 
Key Men” and of “Employee 
Benefit Plans’. He is also a 


lecturer at New York Practicing 
Law Institute and former Vice- 
Cnairman and General Counsel 
of the Salary Stabilization Board. 


Passaic Ber and CPA's 
Sponsoring Income Tax 
Conference 


The Passaic County Chapter 
of the New Jersey Society of 
Certified Public Accountants is 
sponsoring a One Day Income 
Tax Conference to be held at 
the Alexander Hamilton Hotel, 
Paterson, New Jersey, on Friday, 
November 19, 1954. The sessions 
will begin at 10 A. M. Lunch will 
be served at 12:30 P. M. and the 
sessions will then continue from 
2 P. M. to 5 P. M. The Passaic 
County Bar Association and the 
Greater Paterson Chamber of 
Commerce are joining with the 
C. P. A.’s in this program. 

The C. P. A.’s are bearing the 
expenses, except for the luncheon 
which will cost $2.50 per person. 

In view of the limited space, 
reservations are being restricted. 


Passaic County Trials 


SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE 
ASSIGNMENT JUDGE 
mR Ht. DAVIDSON 

138 


AND 


BEFORI 


58, 





7 229. 28, 242. 135. 
73, 289, 349, 189, 247, 

17, 248, 29, 108, 259 
Weekly call & Motions 


NORMAN N. POPPER 


REGISTERED PATENT 























LEGAL NOTICES . 


| LEGAL NOTICES 





November 4? 1£ 
OF MODESTINO LEO, decease 
to the order of SAMUEL 8. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
made, on the application of the 


Dated: 
ESTATE 
Pursuant 
SAIBER, 
this day 
undersigned, 
netice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims an 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
JOSEPH LEO 
JOSEPH G. LIEBMAN, Attorney 
Bergen Avenue 
Jersey City N. J 
Nov. 13, 28, 25. 


SAO 


Dew 2. 2 





bated: November 3 
CHARLES 


GROSSMAN, 


order of SAMUEL 8 
SAIBER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned,y Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 


1954 
de- 





Pursuant to the 








inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased. 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same ag@inst the subscribers. 
1AX GROSSMAN 
HERMAN, ( SII “+ paar toed 
HERMAN ‘ VERSTEIN 
| Summit Pee e 
eines City N. 2 
LJ N 11 18, 25. D a 2 
Dated: November 3, 1954 
SAMUI L. WOODS, 4d sed 
to the order of SAMUEL 38. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
made, on the —— ia ‘ e 
Administ ) P i 
hereby given “ = "ered! tors of 
leceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 











tinder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
ands against the estate of said deceased, 
hin six months from this date, or they 
Vv be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against e subscriber 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
RIKER. EMERY & DANZIG, Attorneys 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
LJ Ww. i 18. 25, D 2,9 
STATE OF NEW JERSDY 
DE P ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
oy duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
all the stock 


yy the vgiaayes u ri nt o 
olders, Do 


1 corp rat lon 





$, Corporation " f Revi tatutes 
of New Jersey pre iminary to the issuing 
of this Certifics of Dissolution. 

NOW, THE R hb . “OR E. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ertify that the said corr oration oe on the 
Iwenty-sixth day f Oectot > 
uy office a duly exe ~d and f amet ie nsent 
n writing to the Pal ition of said cor 
ration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof, which said conser it and the record 


of the proceedings af Aca d ar e now on file 











n my seo office as pr ed by 
TESTIMONY. WHE REOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my offic ial Be al, at . sents yn 
'wenty-sixt i t 
Nea!) a; 1) on tl yusand ‘nine tendeed 
EDWARD J PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
oe Nov, 11, 18, 25 $12.80 
SHE RIFFS SALI 
*-ERIOR B-307 
SUPERIOR COl RT bk NEW ITZRSEY 
HANE RY DIVISION ESSEX COUNTY 
(Docket No F-1439-53) 
Bet wee Bloomtic Savings Ba 
mer I el Savings Ins " 
New J y corporation Plaint 
Elizot mn t als Def ants. Ex 
t Sale M gaged remis 
Bb \ t V stated ‘ 
I ’ dire I shall 
Public V i e COURT 
HOUS! n Newark Tuesday 
Seve I 
































ATTORNEY Ne 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 79 
Mitchell 2-1406 ” 
s to attorneys only FIR ’ 
PATENT ATTORNEY the z 
Formerly Patent Advisor, twe 
U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army ‘ ae 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., ti 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. an 
Mitchell 3-6136 oe ia 
BEGINNING 
eae i a ee a a SECOND TRACT 
BEGINNING on the N y Side 
New York Avenue at a point therein dis 
ant Westerly one ndred and ninetee! 
Prospect 8 reet "which sa 1 point is exa v 
ght and e-half inches Westerly t 
house belonging to Charl Parsons 
Northerly parallel wit Westerly s 
thence We rly paralle w New ¥ 
Ave ¢ Vy th ‘ n ~~ 
erly ara with th firs 
ninet ve f New York i 
LOCATED?| fiji 
e hy ire t pla GIN 
. Being known lated is 79-8 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 5 Mi gece : oe te Fate 
m » be sa i lid) sa s 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 5 Eg igs cape an 1kk bane 
ia oe i Mer. 1 19nd" ma 
NEIL G. "DUFFY, 8 
J ind Brown ,At . 
L.3.—Nov, 11,. 18; 25, Dec. 2 $34.02 
Commercial Financing oe 
LOANS ON 
Accounts Receivable 
Notes | 
Chattel Mortgages 
Special Transactions 
Forwarders Protected 
|} Walter W. Heironimus - Francis H. Bremer 
Factors & Note Buyers, Earl A. Barrows - Ashley B. Carrick 
Inc || P.O. Box 397, Newark 1, N. J. 
; Mitchell 2- 
188 Market St., Newark, N. J. | re csgne mel and 
MI 2-2256-7 MA 2-8283 | Federal Courts 














‘ 
954 | CE 
d ‘ 


Administrator of said deceased, | 


AMENDMENT AND 
OF AUTHOR IZED 
REDUCTI 


RTIFICATE OF 
dF fee R EASE 
CAPIT 


STOCK AND 
‘APITAL 









































































LEG AL DEPARTMENT OF | —— 
nce company available for | SHE D LAW OFFI 
ed attorr 487 r rent in one 
f | t MArket 2 
wn cit ite FOR At “TIVE ; 
firm engaged in ge .: TWO ROOM 
d Mercer: 






—— 





et 


| CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY FOR RENT 












5 ry and opportunity. Ext tensive | - which conta 
. Property ar commercial practice. | 1 waiting room 
particulars: Box 128, Atlantic | ie one lawyer o 
New Jersey. j 1 i St., Orang 

> “ORar ange 3-7870. 













é an 









SUITE IN 
House. Attratt 














ATTORNEY |... 


Title insurance company 
requires young New Jersey 
attorney. Some title search- 
ing, examination and clos- 
ing experience for its Mon- 

































































































































































it gr and mouth County office. State 
Hi awn O54. 7 educational background, 
WITNESS WH OF the corpora i : 
reifitate to be siraed hs experience, age. Box 482. 
e ‘ffi ean his 3rd + 
PARAMOUNT REALTY COMPANY 
s Bs jt COUNTY PRA “TITIONER RE 
\W an } g | ih nate Jersey att Some title : 
ATTES ; . a haticevansinl: cos Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
Ji r alary de Box 480, ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 
GLY \\ PRATR & STEIN YOUNG ATTORNEY 1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Mr *aral Realty ( Rag gre Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 
ae 8 9 $19.84 tes A I 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | PERMANENT POSITION WITH BRIGHT CREDIT REPORTS: 
DE PARTMENT OF STATE | 0 f of well-established company 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION gh-gra 1 y ex 
To all to whom these presents may come, a poe i estate NEW JERSEY BUREAU 
EO TEP TRIE 5 ic core RN a ORT e renee WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
v duly authenticated ae of the ced WANTED Fo MIDDLI MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N.J 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution ereo } I . ; H 
yy the unanimous consent of all the steck- on 8 PHONE: UNionville 2-5444 
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